FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

COMMUNITY GROUP COMMENTS (CG)

CG1

College Park East Neighborhood Association

P. O. Box 3501
Seal Beach, CA 90740

sealbeachepena@hotmail.com Tax ID # 33-0490654

July 16, 2012

Ms. Smita Deshpande, Branch Chief
CalTrans District 12

2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200
Irvine, CA 92612

Attn: 405 DEIR/DEIS Comment Period
Dear Ms. Deshpande:

Enclosed are 71 pages of petitions containing 1,065 signatures: 1,038 from College Park East
(CPE), Seal Beach residents, and 27 from neighboring communities who are concemed and
angry about two of the proposals -- specifically, Alematives 2 & 3.

These residents are most distressed with the prospect of Almond Avenue sustaining unacceptable
changes: the relocation of the sound wall that will basically, when completed, cut the street
almost in half creating a substandard street. In addition, moving the wall closer to our homes
will add 1o increased noise and air pollution, and decreased property values.

They do not wish to have the two gas/petrolenm lines re-routed from the south side of the
[reeway through CPE. We already have a major high pressure gas line (36” or 48”) that runs
along the north side of Lampson Avenue -- the main line from San Diego to Santa Barbara. We
do net wish to be ringed by utility pipelines that have incredible consequences if their integrity js<
violated.

They are concemed with the lack of 2 coordinated project with Los Angeles County for
additional traffic lanes at the county line. This will result in additional congestion as vehicles
merge down two lanes to go north on the 405. If the area between the 22 and the 605 is the

2

>3

>4

country’s busiest stretch of freeway it will now become the country’s biggest parking lot and the
area at the county line will become the country’s biggest bottleneck. All that combined with the
on-shore prevailing winds, will increase noise and air pollution into our community.

They do not see either of these proposals solving any iraffic congestion problems. All
Alternative 3 does is collect tolls and add more iraffic to the general purpose lanes as many
people just simply either cannot or will not use them, especially thosé on fixed and/or reduced

CG1 Continued

Page 2 July 16,2012
CalTrans District 12 CPENA

incomes. Studies show that the tipping point for use of the car pool lanes is 2 people per vehicle,

A requirement for more people per car than that dramatically lowers the use of such lanes. 5
We would like the OCTA and CalTrans boards be guided by common sense and reality, and not

wishful thinking of “buckets of money” (tolls) coming in, which, given the reports on the 73

freeway, will not materialize.

Thank yvou for your consideration.

Sincerely,

< S taraed

Patricia E. Campbell

Schelly Sustarsic
Ssecretary/Treasurer, CPENA

President, CPENA

Encls.
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PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR

1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009091001

TO: Smira Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupant Drive, Suite 200, irvine CA, 92612

2} These two altematives would require relocation of utilities: overhead electr

of Seal Beach

people, especially fixed income people, such as the senior citig
Printed Name Siagatd

We, the undersigned, do not support Prefect Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:
1} They require the Almond Ave. soundwall te be moved further into College Park East, causing
acrozs-the-hoard incraased noise and air pollution, and decreased property vahues.

ical lines could be relacated to the

north side of Almond Ave, (all wilities are under-grounded in CPE); # 14" and separate 16” diameter gasipetrolewmn
pipeline may be relocated from touth of the 1-405 Freeway to & new alignmert through Collegs Park East.

3} Lack of a coordinuted project with Les Angeles County for additional through traffic lanes north on the 1405
Freeway at the county line withowt which would create additional congestion with a significant increase in noiss
and air poliuvtion in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmaor due to prevailing an-share winds.

4)  Wedo not support the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many

Orange and Los Angeles Counties

Seel Beach Street Address
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CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL iIMPACT REFPORT
FOR
1-405 IMPROV QJECT § 1001

TOQ: Smita Deshpande, Cadtrans District 12, 2201 Dupent Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

(We, the undersigned, do not suppont Froject Alernatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

1} They require the Almond Ave. soimdwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing
acrss-the-board increased noise and air pollution, and decreased property values,

2} These two altermatives would require rebocation of wilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated to the
north side of Almond Ave, {all nrilities are onder-grounded in CPE); a 14" and separate 16" diameter Eas/petroleum
pipeline may be refocated from south of the 1-405 Freeway to 2 new alignment through College Park Fasi.

3} Luck of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through taffic lanes vorth on the 1405
Freeway at the county line without which would create 2dditional congastion with a significent increase in noise
and air pollution in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossinoor due to prevailing on-shore winds,

4} Wedo not support the toll express luses of Alteenative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many

cople, ially fixed incoms people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties
people. esp P

Printed Name Signature Seal Beach Street Address
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PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

1-4

FOR

IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2008097001

TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans Distrier 12, 2201 Dupons Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

1

2}
north

3)

43

pipeline may be relocated from sou

and ai

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons;

They require the Almoad Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing
ncross-the-bonrd incrensed noise and eir pollution, and decreased property values.
i ical lines conld be relocated to the

of utilities

These rwo alternatives would require «
side of Almond Ave. (ali utilit

r pallution in

Printed Name

izs are under grounded in CPEY, & 14° and sepazate 16" diamester pas‘petraleum
of the [-405 Freeway 1o & new alignment through College Park Fast,

Lack of 2 coordinated project with Los Angeles County for addirional tarough raffic lanes north on the 1-205
Freeway at the county line without which would ereate additional congeslion with a significant increase in noise
Hlege Park East, Senl Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds.

We do not support the toll express banes of Aliernative 3 because of the undue tconesnic bardskip on many

|peeple, especially fixed income peaple, such as the senior cllm:m of Seal Beach, Ovange and Los Angeles Counties

Sesl Beach Street Address
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CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR

1405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009091001

TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suits 200, [rvine CA, 92612

1

'\v.,- the undersigned, do not suppert Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:
They require the Amond Ave. soundwall 1o be moved further into College Park East, causing

the-board i

2)

3}

4)

These two allematives would require relocation of utilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated to the
noith side of Almend Ave, {all utilities are under-grounded in CPE); a 14" and separate 16" diameter gas/petroleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the [-405 Freeway to a new alipgnment through College Park East.

Lack of » coordinated project with Los Angeles Co
Freeway at the county line witheut which would create ad
and air pallution in College Park Eust, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due 1o prevailing en-shore winds.
We do not sepport the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 because of the
fized income people,
FPrinted Name

d neise and air pollution, and d d propenty values,

ty for additional through traffic lanes north an the 1-905
tional congestion with 2 significant increase in noiss

nidue ecanomic hardship on many

1 s the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties

Sgnature Seal Beach Streel Address
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

CG1 Continued CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REFORT PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR FOR
1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2008091001 1405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO, 2009091001

TO: Smita Deshpands, Calwans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612 TO: Smite Deshpande, Caltruns Diswrict 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

We, érc_lmder.‘igmd. do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

1} They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing
seross-the-board mcreased noise and air pol]umm and decreased property \«a]uas

2} These two ives would require relocation of utilities: head ical lines could be refocated 1o the
north side of Almond Ave. (all utilities are under-grounded in CPE), a 14" and separate 16 dismeler gas‘petroleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1405 Freeway 1o a new alignment through College Park East,

3} Lack of @ coordinated project with Les Angeles County for additional through traffie lanes north on the 1405
Freeway at the county line without which would ereate additional congestion wu.h a significant increase in noise

We, the undersigned, do not suppart Froject Alemarives 2 and 3 for the following reasons;

1) They require the Almond Ave, seundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing
across-the-board increased noise and air polilution, and decreased property velues,

2} These two altematives would require relecation of urilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated to the
north side of Almond Ave. (all wilities sre under-grounded in CPE); u 14” and sepurwte 16 diameter gas/petroleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1465 Freeway to 2 new alignment through College Park East

3)  Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional threugh traffic lanss nerth on the 1-405
Freeway at the couaty line without which would create additional congestion with a significant increase in noise

and air pollution in Colizge Park Exst, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds. and air pofiution in Cellege Park Easl, Seal Beach, and R ductaf hore winds.
4} We do not suppert the toll express Janes of Allernative 3 because of the undue ¢conomic hardship on many 4)  Wedo not support the lol] express lanes of Aliemative 3 because of the undue econormic hardship on many
[peopie, especially fived income people, such as the senior ens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties Mr . especinlly fived income le, suchjas the senior citizens of Seal Eeach, Urange and Los Angeles Counties
Printed Name natura Seal Beach Street Address ; Printed Name Signature Seal Beach Street Address
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

CG1 Continued CG1 Continued

FETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR
5 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 201 1001

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR

1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009091001

TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

E— TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Altematives 2 and 3 for the fotlowing reasons: We, the undersigned, do not suppert Praject Alternatives 2 and 3 f‘”."‘ follewing reasons: ]

1} They require the Almond Ave. soundwall 1o be moved further into College Park East, causing, 13 Thay rcquirf; the Ahnor..d Ave, .‘-cﬂmdw?.l! o be maved further into College Park East, cansing
across-the-board increased noise and air pollution, and decressed property values. across-the-hoard |n:reasgd noise and air pullu’.:sm:_aud d_u:{r_a_:cd property valuas_. )

2} These two alternatives would require relocation of wtilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated to the 2} I:hc,.—n: lm.’J alt : \wm!d_ l.'ccguin: ! of umlmes: head electrical lines could be refocated to the
north side of Almond Ave. (all wilities are under-grourded in CPE); # 14" and separste 16" diameter pas/petrojeum north side of Almond Ave, {all utilities are under-grounded in CPE); a 14" and separate 16" dizmeter gas/petroleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-405 Freeway to a new aligament through Callege Park East. pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-403 Freeway to a new alignment through College Park East,

3 Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through mraffic kanes north on the 1-405 3)  Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through traffic Janes north on the 1-408
Freeway at the county line without which would create additional congestion with & significant increase in noise Freeway ot the couaty Jine withour which would create additional congestion with a siznificant increase in noise
and air poilution in College Park East, Szal Deach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore wndg il

t, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to p i, on-shore winds,

jand air poliution in College Park E:
4} Wedo not support the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 because ofm‘ undue economic hardship on many

4) W do not support the toll express lanes of Al ive 3 by se of the undue hardship on many
ipeople, especially fixed income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Countics peopls, especially fixed income peaple, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orenge and Los Angeles Counties |
Printed Name Sigpature Seal Beach Steet Addrass Printed Name Slgnalurﬂ Seal Beach Street Address
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

CG1 Continued CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PETITION REGARDING DRAFT E';“RO"E"TM IMPACT REPORT
FOR

FOR
I IMPROVEMENT PROJECT § 0910 1-405 IMPRO' ENT PROJECT SCH NO. 200809100

TG: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupon: Drive, Spite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, levine CA, 92612

We, tae undersigned, do not support Project Ahtemnatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

We, th ersigned, roject Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons: _ i p
haci i unders s 40 not support Proj " . g, b : Iy They reguire the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing
1} They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing P ” "
il WAy T < ; N i across-the-beard incressed noise and air pollution, and decreased property values.
across-lhe-board increased noise and air pollution, and decreased property values. s = - e "
2} These rwo alicrnatives would requirs relocation of utilities: everhead electrical lines could ke relocated to th 2)  These two alematives would require of utilities: lines could be relocated to the
A . ey won ol Lies . =5 wou ocaiel 10 B north side of Almend Ave. (all utilities ars under-grounded in CPE), a 14" and separatz 16" diameter pas/petroleurn
north side of Almend Ave. (all utilities are under-grounded in CPE); a 14" and separate 16" diameter gasfpetroleum ST 3 ki : : iy ;
N I . ey pineline may be relocated from south of the 1-405 Freeway to a new alignment throngh College Park East,
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-403 Freewsy to @ new alignment through Collepe Park Fast iy . . . . O e
- Lack _‘]—a soordinated project with Los Angeles County for additiong] through maffic far . he 140 31 Lack of o coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through trafTic lanes north on the [-405
) Lackofac ee proy i Les Ange.es Louny L W fealtac Lineswarth oy g 1405 Freewsy at the county line without which would create additional congestion with a significant increase in noise
Freeway at the county Tine without which would create additional congestion with a significant increase in noiss g g Vi T, . o ™ .
and air paifution in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds.
and air poilution in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing cn-shore winds, " — . " . .
4% We db nat sugpert the ol &x lanes of Altarnative 3 because of the undue oo hardshi 4)  Wado not support the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many
o g P ! onumic hardship on many peonke, especially fixed income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Crange and Los Angeles Counties
people, especially fived income people, such as the senior ¢itizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Ceunties e Frinted Name T Signalure  |Seal Beach Sieo! Address
Printed Name Sighature Seal Beach Street Address ; ted 2 : reet Addres
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COM

MENTS

CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR

1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SC

1

CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR
1-405 IMFROVEMENT PRCJECT SCH NC. 2009091001

TO: Smita Deshpandz, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612 TO: Smita Deshpance, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612
We, the undersigned, de not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the fallowing reasons: We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the fellowing reasons:
|1} They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing 1} They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing
across-the-boerd increased noise and air poliution, and decrsased propersy values, across-the-hoard increased noise and air pollution, and decreased property velues.
2} These two alternatives would require relocation of wiilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated to the 2] These two aliernatives would require of utilities: over jcal lines could be relocated (o the
north sids of Almond Ave. (all utilities are under-grounded in CPE); & 14" and separate 16" diameter gas/petrolenm north side of Almond Ave, (all uriliries are under-grounded in CPE); a 14" and separate 16" dismeter gas/petroicum
pineline may be relocated from south of the 1-403 Freeway 1o 2 new alignment through College Park East. pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1405 Freeway to a new alignment through College Park East,
3} Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through traffic lanes north on the 1405 3} Lack of 4 coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through raffic lanes north on the 1-405
Freeway st the county hine without which would create additional congestion with n significant increase in noise Freeway at the county line without which would create additional congzstion \"'"" a significant increase in noise
and air pollution in Coliege Park East, Scal Beach, and Rossmoor due 1o prevailing on-shore winds. and air pollution in College Park East, Seal Beach, and R r due to g on-shore winds,
4} We do not support the toll express lznes of Ahemative 3 hecause of the undue economic hardship on many ) We do not support the tolk express lanes of Altemative 3 because of the undue economic bardship on many
cially fixed income people, sich as the senior citize  Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties people, ially fised income people, such es the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties
- Erinted game Seal Bzach Street Address Printed Name Signalure Seal Beach Street Address
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APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR
1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2008091001

‘TO: Smuta Deshpande, Caltrans Diswict 12, 2201 Dupent Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612 —|

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following rezsomns:

1y They require the Almond Ave. soundwall te be moved further into College Park East, causing
across-the-board increased noise and air pollution, and decreased property values,

2} These two alteratives would require retocation of ulilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated to the
nortfyside of Almond Ave. (alb utilities are under-grounded in CPEY; & 14" and separate 16" diameter gasipetroleun
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-405 Freeway to a new alignment threugh College Park East

3} Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through trafTic lanes north on the 1-105
Freeway at the county line without which would creats additional congestion with a significant increase in noise
and air potlution in College Perk Eust, Sea) Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore wingds.,

4)  We do not support the toll express lanes of Allernative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many
eeple, especially fixed income people, such as the senior gitizens of Seal Beach, Omnge and Los Angales Counties

Printec hame Sgnawre Seal Beach Street Address
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CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR

1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009091001

TO: Smita Deshpands, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Drupont Drive, Suite 200, irvine CA, 926(2

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons;
1y They n:qusrc the Al mnd Ave, soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing

i 1 roise and air pollution, and property values.
2) "'Imc two alternatives would require re ucut on of utilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated 1o the
north side of Almond Ave. (all wilities are under-grounded in CPEY, a 147 and separate 16" diameter pasfpatroleun
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 405 Freeway 1o a new sligionent through Coliege Park East.
3} Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through traffic lanes north o the 1405
Freeway at the county Fne without which would create additional congestion with 2 sizni ficant increase in nojse
#ndd air pollution in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmaor due to prevailing on-shore wings.
4)  We do not suppont the ol express lanes of Allernative 3 because of the undue teanomic hardship en many

cople, especially fixed income te, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Oranpe and Los Angeles Counties
LILI——E——WEC Name EQMGa\,h Strest Address ]
Reaince Buus | Bratusr Buns 3SR Sualloss Co .
_Shelley U Miller . 2628 Surtlowe,- L,
B as o 357 Syotoen Oy
TR LS 580 Seny Cordlle.
I s LGN TS0 snGavie ™
G L s
Uolawn DAv's (| 1) ey 352 JAns

. ackerzie M:ﬁﬁﬂ“%%“% 551 Pavsy Gl
Torushun L2 ommmm=_, |357) pupe. Corc

5 .
N:c,éoz.ﬁr f)JNr W\“‘f_sé / W’;‘:’t{?f =l
0 M%M[L/ A2/ 5(//594#(; &S}f

Tﬁﬁ?ﬁ(ﬁ&/ ﬂ/rni?kf-grﬂ‘;z?fwm ey Aﬁj‘_‘ﬁiia S+
i

a WS e cv ? 7 FTO_odwys ST

" G evce | Mo Moytomz |50 wrenn o

Yo & P M -\ 13590 Wispen ST

" Wogn sk - Adize | P p b Gape) 3576 (1) Shorun S |

IR Enn Wdsn [ Ehako A 7 13010 wislenia_st

March 2015

R1-CG-8

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

CG1 Continued CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR

FOR
1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO, 2009091001 1-405 IMPROVEMENT PRO.JECT & 2009091001

TO: Smim Deshpande, Caltrans Distrier 12, 2201 Dupent Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

TO: Smita Deshpande, Calrans District 12, 2201 Dupent Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

mh%siylcd, do ol support Project Alieratives 2 and 3 for the Tollowing reasons: We, the undersipned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the follewing reasons:
1) They requirs the Almoad Ave, soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing D ey requics the Almond Ave, soundallto be moved further inko College Park Basst, causing
tise-bonrd increased noise and air pollution, and decreased property values. across-the-board increased noise and air anmurn,.m.d dnc:.z.?...‘.ml pruperty values,

2) 1These two alternatives would require relocation of utilities: overhead electrical lines conld be relocated to the 21 h T.;L.“r‘x:rm d Ave .;“:.T.Imu”e 4 . ogu;d.m(-s; =y 3 14" i I‘mcs cl,nu.ld b relocated to the
morth side of Almond Ave. (all wtilities are under-grounded in CPE); a 14" and separate 16" diameter Easperoloum n?n‘_s. N 0 be ]n ~ :m ptilies ?r: under-grounded in CPE); a.] and separale 16 dizmetzr gas/petroleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-405 Freeway to 2 new 2lignment through College Park East pipeline may bé relocaiec from south of the [-405 Fresway to a new alignment through Coliege Park Gast.

- 2 £ M " SR 3 Lac inaked nrojser with Los Anseles € - i i ¥ X
3) Lackofa toorcur:_alcﬁ project with Los Angeles County for additional through traffic lanes north on the 1-105 f.] ) "m]: ?}:"a .COOrJ.I.;.a.zd 'i"l?”:[ *"J' l‘“.'l\:‘m_n ('0,'"!'? for =:d:hl10nal through l_ral'f'nc lanes north on the 1-405
Freewsy at the county line without which would create additional congestion with @ significant ir.crease in nojse Freeway ab the county line without which would ereate additional congestion wllh @ significant increase in noise
and air poliution in College Park Eust, Seal Beach, and Rossmocr due 1o pravailing on-shore winds, East, Seal Beach, ““_d Rossmoor duc to prevailing on-share winds, )
4)  We do not support the toll express Janes of Altematjve 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many toll express lanes of Alternative 3 he""'""” "f'“ indue economic hardship on many

people, especially fixed income people, such as the senior Vitizens of Seal Besch, Orange and 1.os Angeles Counties cially gr._e mc,mzmi :h &5 the senior citizens of Se ch, © e and Los Angeles Counties
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APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR

1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2003091001

TO: Smita Deshpende, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

1y
2)

3

4

ple, suc

We, the undersignsd, do ot suppart Project Altlernatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Perk East, causing
agross-the-board increased nose and air pollution, and decreased property values,

These two alematives would require refocation of wilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocatzd to the
north side of Almend Ave, (2l urilities are under-grounded in CPE), a 14" and separate 16 diameter gasipetroleun
pipeline mey be relocated from south of the 1-405 Freeway to & new alignment through College Park East.

Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through traffic lanes north on the 1-405
Freeway at the county line without which would create additional congestion with a significant increase in noise
and air pollution in Collese Fark East, Sesl Beach, and Rossmoor due 1o prevailing on-shore winds,

We do not support the toll express lages of Alrernative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many
|people, especially fixed income

Printed Name

5 the senior citizens of Seal Bea
Signature

1
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CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR

1405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SC

1001

TO: Smita Deshpande, Calerans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, frvine CA, 92612

b
ACLOSS
2}

3

4)

~the-board i

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Aliemnatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:
They require the Almond Ave. scundwall to be moved further into Collegs Park East, causing

Printed Name

d noise and air poik
These twi alternatives would require relocation of utilitics: overhead electrical lines conld be relocated to the
norti side of Almond Ave. (all utilities are under-grounded in CPE): a 14" and scparate 16” dinmeter gas/petroleum
pipeline may be reloceted from south of the 1-403 Freeway te a new alignment through College Park East,

Lack of 2 coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through traffic lanes north on the 1405
Freeway a1 the county line without which would create edeitional congestion with a significant increase in noise
and gir pollution in College Park East, Scal Beach, and R
We do not support the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 Because of the undue economic hardship an many

{people, especially fixed income people, such as the senior rnuens of Seal Beech. Orange and i.os Angeles

and d property values.

h

due to p

hore winds,

nties
Seal Beach Sireet Address
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

1-405 IMPRO

FOR

ENT FROJECT SCH NO. 2009091

TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Seite 200, Irvine CA, 92612
[We, the undersigned, do not support Project Ahernatives 2 and 3 for the fa]!mv-]ng}_r-iqom:
1} They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into Collzge Park Fast, causing
across-the-board increased noise and air pollution, and decreased property valuss,
2) These two allernatives would require relocation of wtilities: oveshead electrical lines could be relocated 1o the
north side of Almond Ave. (all utilitics are wnder-graumded in CPE), a 14" and scparate 16" diameter gasfpetroleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-405 Freeway to a new alignment through College Park East.
3} Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through traffic lanes north on the [-405
Freeway al the county line withoul which would craate additional congestion with a significant increase in noise
and air pollution in College Park East, Sezl Beech, and Rossmoor due to prevailing en-shore winds.
4] We do not support the toll express lanes of Allernative 3 becavse of wilue economic hardship on many
wople, especially fixed income people, such as the senior (‘Jllz Jrange and Los Angeles Counties
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CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROCMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR
1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009091001

TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suile 200, Irvine CA, 92612

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:
1} They require the Almond Ave, soundwall to be moved further inta Coilege Park East, causing
he-board increased noise and air pollution, and decreased property vaiues

2]  These two all ives would require refocation of wrilities: head electrical lines could be relocated to the
north side of Almend Ave, (all wtilitics ere under-grounded in CPE); a 14" and separate 16" dismeter gas/petroleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1905 Freeway 1o 2 new alignment through College Park East.

3} Lack of & coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additienal through traffic lanes north an the 1.405
Freeway at the county line without which would create additional congestion with a significant increase in noiss
and air pollution in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing onshore winds.

4)  We do not support the toll express lanes of Allemative 3 because of the undue econeniic hardship on many

people, especially fixed income people, such us the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties
o ____Printed Name |Seal Beach Streel Address
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APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR
1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJ N 00

T Smita Deshpande, Calirans Listrict 12, 2200 Dupoot Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

"We, the undersigned, do not support Praject Aftematives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

1) They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing
across-the-hoard increased noise and air poliution, and decreased property vatues.

2y These two alternatives would require relocation of viilities: ical lines could be relocated to the
worth side of Almond Ave. (all utilities are under-grounded in CPEY, a 14" and separate 16" diameter gas/petroleum
{pipeline may be relocated from soath of the 1-405 Freeway to a new alignment through College Park East.

3} Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through trafTie lanes north on the [-405
Freeway at the county line without which would create additfonal eongestion with 2 significant increase in nvise

™ land air pollution in Colleze Park Fast, Seal Beach, and R due to prevailing on-shore winds.

4} We do not support the toll express kmes of Alternalive 3 because of the undue sconomic hardship on meny

Ipeople, especially fixed income prople, such &3 the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties
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CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR
1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH

2008091001

TO: Smita Deshpande, Calirens District 12, 2201 Dupod Drive, Suite 200, Trvine CA, 92612

We, the yndersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

1) They require the Almand Ave. soundwall to be meved further into College Park East, causing
across-the-board increased noise and air pollution, and decreased property valuss.

23 These two alternatives would require relocation of milities: H | lines could be relocated 1o the
orth side of Alimond Ave, (al! utilities are under-groundzd in CPE); a 14" and separate 16" diameter gas/perolevm
pipeline may be rebocated from south of the 1-405 Freeway ta a new alignment through Collepe Park East.

3)  Lack of a coordinared project with Los Angeles County for additional through traffic lanes nonh on the 1-405
Freeway at the county line without which would create additional congestion with a significant increase in poiss
and air pollution in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoar due to prevailing on-shore winds.

4y We do not support the Toll express lanes of Alternative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many
1?‘ people, especially fixed fncome people, such as the senior citizens of Scal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Countics
' Printed Name [ 5I9‘131UI’E Seal Beach Street Address
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

CG1 Continued CG1 Continued

v PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
LT FOR FOR
405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009091001 1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO, 2009091001

T0: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans Diswict 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suits 200, Irvine CA, 92612

]?0: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans Diswict 12, 2200 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Altermatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

1} They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further inte College Park East, causing
across-the-board increased noise and air pollution, and decreased property values,

2)  These two altermatives would require relocation of wilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated to the
noeth side of Almond Ave. (all wilities are under-grounded in CPE), a 14" and separate 16" diameter gas/petroleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-405 Freewsy to a new alignment through College Park East,

3} Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angsles County for additional through taffie lancs north an the 1-405
Fresway at the county line without which would create additional congestion with a significant increase in noise

anct air pollution in Cellege Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing en-shore winds.

4} We do not support the toll express lanes of Altemative 3 because of the undue ecenomic hardship on many

r\'k"c, the undersigned, do not support Project Alilematives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

1} They require the Almond Ave, soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing
acrozs-the-board increased noise and air pollution, and decreased property values.

2} These two alternatives would reguire relocation of utilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated to the
north side of Almond Ave. (all utilities are under-grounded in CPE); 2 14" and scparate 16" diameter gasipetroleum
{pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-405 Freeway to a new alignment through College Park East,

3)  Lack of a coerdinated project with Los Angefes County for Pﬂ('lr onal through tralfic lanes north on the [-408
Freeway £t the county line without which would create additl jon with a signifi increase in noise
and aiv pollution in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor duc 10 prevailing on-shore winds.

4} We do not support the 1oll express lanes of Alternative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many

people, especially fixed incone people, such as he senivr citizens of Seal Beach, Orange ard Los Al 5 Counties ple, especiall 'l)ed income peaple, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los. Angeles Counties
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

CG1 Continued CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR
405 IMPROVEMEN ECT SCH NO. 2009091001

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR

1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009091001

TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupant Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

TCH Smita Deshpande, Calicans District 12, 2201 Dopoat Diive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Aliematives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

1} They require the Almend Ave. soundwall to be moved frther into College Park East, causing
across-the-baard increased noise and air pollution, and decreased property values

2)  These two slternatives would require of wilities: lecirical limes could be relocated to the
nerth side of Almend Ave. (all wrilities are ander-grounded in CPE); a 14" and separate 16" dimneter gos/petrolenm

We, the undersipned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

1} They requirs the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further iate College Park East, causing
across-the-board increased noise and air poliution, and decreased property values.

2 These twe alternatives would require relocation of wrilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated 10 the
north side of Almond Ave. {all uilities are under-grounded in CPE); a 14 and separate 16” diameter gaspeiroloom
pipeling may be reloczted Som south of the 1-405 Freeway to a new alignment through Callege Park East. pipeline may be relocated frem south of the 14105 Freeway 10 2 new alipnment through College Park East.

3} Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for sdditional through traffic lanes north on the 1405 3)  Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angetes County for additianal through traffic lanes north on the 1-405
Freewsy ot the county line without which would creare additional congestion with a significant increase in noise Freewsy 4t the county line without which would ereate additicnal congestion with a significant increase in noise
and air poliwien In College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds. and air pollution in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds,

43 We do not support the toll express lanes of Alernative 3 because of the undue econgmic hardship on many 4} We donot support the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many

people, especially fixed income people. such as the senior citizens of Scal Beach, Orenge and Los Angeles Counties ple, especially fixed income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties
Printed Name Signature, Seal Berch Streel Address Printed Neme s 'gnature Seal Beach Street Address
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

CG1 Continued CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR FOR
1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 20080891001 5 IMPROV) NT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009091
TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612 TO: Smita Deshpands, Caltrans Disdrict 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Svite 200, lrvine CA, 52612
We, the undersigned, do aot support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons: We, the undersigned, do net support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:
1) They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing 1} They requice the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further inte College Park East, causing
across-Uie-board increased noise and air pellution, and decrezsed property values, across-the-beard increased noise and air pollution, and decreased property values.
2} These two alternotives would require relocation of utilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated to the 2} These two altematives would require relocation of utilities: overhead electrical kines could be relocated 1w the
north side of Almond Ave. (all tilities are under-grounded in CPE); a 14" and sepurate 16" diameter gas/petraleum north side of Almond Ave. (all utilities are under-graunded in CPE); a 14" and separate 16" diameter gas/petraleum

pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1405 Freeway
3} Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional thr

1o a new alignment through Collepe Park East. pipeline may be relocaled from sowth of the 1-405 Freaway to a new alignment through College Park East.
ugh traffic lanes norih an the 1-403 31 Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for edditional through trafTic lanes north on the [-403

Freewsy at the county line without which would ereate addit congestion with a significant increase in noise Freewsy at the county line without which would ¢reate additi ion with a signi increase in noise
and air pollusicn in Cellege Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds., and air potlution in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds.
4} We do not support the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 because of fhe undue economic hardslkip on many 4] We do not support the toll express lanes of Allernative 3 becsuse of the undue economic hardship on many
people, especially fixed incoine peaple, such us the senior citizens of S, each, Oranpe and Los Angeles Counties \pecple, especially fixed income people, such as the senier citizens of Seal Beach, Orunge and Los Angeles Counties
___Printed Name _ L Qrfﬂe / / Seal Beach Street Address Printed Name Signature Seal Beach Stroet Address
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APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR

1-405 IMPROVEMENT P

1001

TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupon: Drive, Suite 200, Jrvine CA, 92612
We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 end 3 for the following reazons:
1) They require the Ahnond Ave. soundwall 10 be moved further into College Park East, causing
across-the-board increased noise and air pollution, and decreased property values.
2} These two alternatives would require relocation of utilities: overhead elecirical lines could be relocated to the
nerth side of Almond Ave. (all utilities are under-grounded in CPE), a 14" and separate 16" diameter gas/petraleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-105 Freeway to o new alignment through College Park East.
3)  Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angsles Coanty for additional through traffic lanes nonth on the 1-405
Freeway al the county line without which would create additional cangestion with a significant increase in noise
and air pollution in Colfege Park East, Seal Beach, and R due 1w p fing, oi-shore winds.
4} We do not support the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 becavse of the undue economic hardship on many
people illy fixed income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angsles C 5
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CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REFORT

1-405 IMPROVEMENT

FOR

.CT SCH NO. 2008091001

1

2} These two
north side of Almond Ave. {all utilities ars under-grounded in CPE); a 14" and separate 16" diameter gas/petroleum
pipeline may be relocated from somh of the [-405 Freeway to a new alignment through College Park East.

3} Lack of s coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through traffic lanes north on the I-405
Freeway at the county Ene withour which would create additional congestion with a significant increase in noise
&nd air poltuticn in College Park East, Seal Beach, and R
4] We do not support the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 becase of the undue sconomic hardship on many
pecple, expecially fixed income people, such es the senior

T0: Smuta Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2200 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

_\i"e_.‘ﬂle undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:
They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing
aeross-the-board increased noise and air poliution, and decreased property values.

lines could be relocated to the

would require

location of urilities:

due to p

iling h wins,

zens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties
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CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR

1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009091001

TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

n

2)

3

4)

|peosle, especially fixed income people, sue

We, the |:ndcrsign;r_l, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

They require the Almond Ave. scundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing

across-the-board increased noise and air pollution, end decreased propery ua[ucs

lines could Be relocsted 1o the

These two aliernatives would require

of utilities:

north side of Almond Ave. (all utilitics are under-grounded in CPE); a 14" and separats 16" diameter gasipetroleum
pipeline may he relocated from south of the [-405 Freeway 1o a new alignment through College Park East.

Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through maffic [anes north on the [-405

We do not support the toli e

Printed Name

Freeway at the county line without which would create additional congestion with a significant increase in noise
and air pollution in College Park East, Sezl Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds.

wess tanes of Alternative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many

h as the sanior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angelss Counties

[Seal Beach Streel Address
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CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REFORT

FOR

1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2008081001

TO: Smita Deshpande. Calerans District 12, 2201 Dupent Drive, Suite 200, Irvire CA, 92612

We, the ypdersizued, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

1) They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into Coilege Park East, causing
across-the-board increaszd noise and air polhution, and decreased property values.

2} These two alternatives would require relocation of utilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated to (he
north side of Almond Ave. {all utilitics are under-grounded in CPE); a 14" and separate 16" diameter gas/peroleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-403 Freeway to a new alignment through College Park East.

3} Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through raffic kanes north on the 1405
|Frecway at the county line without which woutd creats additional congastion with a significant increase in noise
and air polimion in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due 10 prevailing on-shore winds.

4} We do net support the toll express lanes of Akemative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many
people, especially fixed income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

CG1 Continued CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR FOR
1405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009081001 1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 20080981001

T Smita Deshpande, Caltvans District 12, 2200 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, [rvine CA, 92612 TO: Smita Dechpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

We, (h;l;ndmmn:d do not 5uppor" Pmlect Alternatives 2 and 3 for the fo'lowng reasons; We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

1} They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing 1 lilt) rrqu"e the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing

across-the-boird incressed noise and air pollution, and decrersed preperty values s d noise and air pollution, and decreased property valugs.

2} These two alternatives would require relocation of utilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated to the 2} These two aliematives would lcql-nrr- wlncatjnn of utilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated to the

north side of Almond Ave. (all wtilities are under-grounded in CPE); a 147 and separate 16" dismeter gas/petrofeum north side of Almend Ave. (ail utilities are under-grounded in CPE), a 14" and separate 16" diameter gas/petroleum

pipeline may ke relocated from south of the 1-405 Fresway 1o a new alignment through Coliege Park Fagt. pipeline may be relocated from sowl of the 1-405 Frecway to a new alignment through College Park Fast,

3)  Leck of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additienal through traffic lanes north on the [-405 3} Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through tafTic fanes north on the 1-405

Freeway at the county ling without which would create additional congestion with a signifi increase in noise Freeway at the county ling without which would create additional congestion with a significant increase in noise

[and air pollution in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds, and air pollution i College Perk East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shaore winds,

4} We do net suppert the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many 4} Wedo not support the toll express lanes of Allemative 3 becauce of the undue economic hardship on many

atppic._lgﬂc_:gially ﬁxcd income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Q’ggge and Los Angeles Counties M . especially fixed income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Countics
Frinted Name Signature, . Seal Beach Strest Address o Printed Name Signalure Seal Beach Street Address
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

CG1 Continued CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR FOR

1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO, 2009091001 1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2003091001

TO: Smita Deshpende, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612 I'0: Smite Deshpande, Caltrams District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

We, the undsrsigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following rezsons:

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the ollowing reasons:
1) They reqnm: the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing

1} They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further imo College Park East, causing
across-the-board increaszd noise and air pollution, and decreased property values, across-the-boar neise and air pollution, and d property valnes,

2} These wo elternatives would require relocation of wilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocarsd 1o the 2)  These two alternatives would J'C‘TUIFC .e[mal:m of wilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated to the
north side of Almand Ave, (all utilities are under-grounded in CPE), & 14" and separate 16" diameter gas/petroleum north side of Almend Ave. (all utilities are under-grounded in CPE); a 14" and separate 16" diameter pasipetroleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the [-405 Freeway 10 a new alignment through Collezs Park East, pipefine may be reloceted from south of the 1-405 Freeway to @ new alignment through College Park East.

33 Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through traf¥ic lanes north on the 1.405 3)  Lack of o coordineted project with Los Angzles County for additioral through traffic lznes north en the 1905
Freeway & the county fine without which would create additional congestion with a significant increase in noise Freeway at the county line without which would create additional congestion with a sighificant increase in noise
and air pollution i College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds, and air pofhution in College Pack East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing en-shore winds,

4)  Wedo not support the toll express lznes of Alternative 2 because of the undue economic lardship on muany 4} We do nol support the toth express lanes of Altemmative 3 because of the vndue economic hardship on masy
people, especially fixed income people, such as ¢ vior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties |people, especially ﬁ:(t‘l'] incame pc{:plc such as the seaior citizens of Seal Bu,.;h Orange and Los Angeles Counties
5 Z 3% T Seal Beach Street Address

L

Printed Namea { S o Signatupe Seal Beach Street Address
" [k uuﬁﬂf@.' e | 29 Clpiserr Ciucle ; qéé'm;i "-“"”M’/’l /C’J'/f/’/’%/_i‘/
* Nisa Lo SPETP~— 7 1200 Ciowy Cov Cheny) Mqwabiedl]
SR BNCES wnfmﬁf’z‘;um,«%@zm L 3G g Lokale C | Fess iy %zs 0. Gttt 47/ Pot @ and
’ Josafld fAkzowl  {Jpe i 3831 Crepew Coac ’ ALAF\/ Lr;’,r;g QM%M 4732 D__G'u]a“’>
% x | Coll) nTamandy | & Lorermnt | 177¢ Dogorod fte.

'|'rf05'f\"";f )LA Psic //jtd/ﬁ‘vév o T A (fj(sj‘-;ﬁ'aﬁ; ol
* | 780 ool ittt X |vrsofaver Cordd 1 Albad Cho W Y2EC Dayoosd fos
; (-mvﬁ\rrlf Guenn oo Fé,:nm j‘:""&i Q\.M;MI_; . , ;”é"k’e 'l'{'““\ :’/}2’:—:-“\}-—\ Y7 &% -:‘lgaﬁugﬁ' Gz
. Coirytiig Gﬁs [ ¢ ”f% o573 ( \jgg,f_n.—, Curele, i + Carw ilieiod (per |4 P54 ,{Qﬁ-:;zw*ﬁam
- ﬂg’lar-.f\ﬁjjwén %?-J:f‘j T g:'gr‘.k’.-;,m-; it - 'JIH /{/ﬁ/\fﬂﬂﬂ Mﬁﬂ‘; : ﬁﬁﬁu%m@?
: N &E\' (il MaPxissre | $98 Odpiond ave - Curs EE‘“’Y /gf_../ iladd ..A?_.o_g_‘/oaa /%_

L Linda Carte g Fpds (ot #5497 gfwind A Dawn Deyry (T YA MTS > | 190 D oguveef Ao

Ml A Suloall, IVl QPAHS 1 7 A lppend frre Loo__UadAn @M 4548

=

:: N gt ,&m,cma TEAVE 67ﬂ_f2('“3 Ligel ﬂéymﬁ/v’f{ : L (56 Bismann 757 /@ﬂw 7999 iz

ﬁbﬁv—/‘&w—bﬁaﬂ A/SL-/]erq.._P"A cr§ VLT Ao nd t{ Ve - Lttty _J/'?'E 7 e cr&:n r";?! fj"i’/‘ Lot imeiuns ST

~ | Bhi il fiross ;L 4; 4617 Blmond fae. Loves 5 e Ve Y223 Govyjod
Dohe (oo © 0 U7 Aora A AR AR

[-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT R1-CG-19 March 2015



APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

I R

FOR
Vi 0JECT SC

. 2002091001

TO: Smita Deshpende, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

across-the-board increased noise and air pel

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Allematives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:
1} They require the Almond Ave. soundwall 1o be moved further into College Park Enst, causing
hition, and decreased property values.

people, especially fived income people,_ suck
Frirted Name

2] These two alternatives would require rel

of utilities:

north side of Almend Ave. (all utilities are under-groended in CPE); 4 147 and separate 16" diameter gesiperoleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-405 Freewny to a vew alignment throwgh College Park East.

3)  Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through traffic lanes north on the 1-405
Freeway at the county line without which would create additfonal congestion with 2 significant increase in noise
and air peilution in College Park Exst, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to previt iling oa-shore winds,

43 We do not support the toll express lancs of Alternative 3 because of the undue cconomic hardship on many

1 as the senior gl

izens of Seal Beach, Oran,

| lines coulkd be relocated 1o the

and Loz Augeles Counties
Saa Beacl Streel Address
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CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR

1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 20030941001

TO: Smira Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alernatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

1) They require the Almond Ave. soundwall 1o be moved further imto Callege Park East, causing
across-the-board incrzased noise and air pollution, and decreased property values,

ion of utilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated to the

2)  These two alternati
(L

Fresway at the couns

and air pollution in College Park East, Seal Reach, snd R
43 We do not support the toll express lanes of Aliermative 3 because ot‘thr undue economic hardship on many

would require rel

side of Almond Ave. (all utilities are under-grounded in CPE}, a 14" and scparate 16" diameter gas/petroleun
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-405 Freeway to a new alignment through Collegs Park East.

3} Lack of & coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through 1mafific lanes north an the 14035
line without which would create additional congestion with 2 significant increase in najss
due 1o p

shore winds.

people, especially ﬁu:d incoine people, such as the senier l"llltr 15 of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Countics
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPCRT
FOR
1405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 1001

|WJ: Smita Dethpande, Caltrans Diswict 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

W, the undersigned, 6o not suppor Project Alematives 2 and 3 for the following reasons: T
1) They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing
across-the-board d noise and air pollution, and d d property vaiues.
2)  These two alternutives would require relocation of utilities: overhead electricel lines could be relocated 1o the
north side of Almond Ave, (all urilities are under-grounded in CPE); a [4" and separate 16" dimmeter gas/petroleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1205 Freeway te a new alignment through College Park East,
3)  Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through traffic lanes nosth on the 1405
Frecway &t the county line without which would create additional congestion with & significant increase in noise
and air pollation in Cellege Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoer due to prevailing onshaore winds,
4y We do net support the 1oll express lanes of Altemative 3 because of the ondie economic hardship on many
|people. especially fived income people, such a5 the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Omange and Los Angeles Counties

|
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CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR
1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 091001

TO: Smita Deshpande, Celirans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

1) They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing
across-the-board incrensed noise and air poliution, and decreased property values.

2} These two akiernatives would require relocation of utilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated 1o the
north side of Almond Ave. (all utilities are under-grounded in CPE); a 14" and separate 16" diameter gas/peiroleun
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-405 Freeway to a new alignment through Clollege Park East.

3} Leck of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through waffic lanes north on the 1403
Freeway at the county live without which would create additional congestion with a significant increase in noise
and air poliution in College Park Eanst, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds.

43 We do not support the 1ol express lanes of Alternative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many
people, especially fixed income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties

See! Beach Street Address
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i 5 4
Rifen (A&ALH &I/Z"M | 362 [ Blobed i

’ Mary ] Donis 5,\,/,4/»-— 263/ Blubel St
LAcan Lrizsont | /e M~ 309 1 Blebell st

* John_ Montyormes | S/ 0N 56 30 Blwtseh.

’ \)ames & Qu\ﬁi:\’:i ;@;m 51{3"” ( _| b6 gt*”"bt‘-/”

Shirleo |, Stanfel el rf@:;%ﬁc 366/ Aluche/l St

A, Mo O Ei) U"-’"b . ﬂ@f'f}-ﬂf-f’w\_ 2630 Blyebaf] -Et(“

’ f\/er'*l\ Nepgus B Wgﬁ: B Pt ¢T g

| Bjuce S =k 7 367/ Bluskel] $1. 58!

. £y
Toane S 12.5<u A s q.'fm,:].'_f] 2467) Bhialel] &} 52

11 Yo C{‘Rﬁ ' 1\"1,:4_(? L}Nb P haomsd A
- f\’\h{'\ﬂk ?(fzm,(rr =<~ | 414 Borgh upd 35

© | oHernadez! 3040 Buehel

"’Jﬁaiﬁ{ﬁxf- 4’&@%{\.0‘ .») N ¥ /| 3va0 Bluehell

" awdiateene Wi fielan 2] 495 Biedawnd |

PHahes thpgper ?}fz\w H et Y- Ririy weud

[-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT R1-CG-21

March 2015
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR

1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2003091001

Tr Smita Deshpande, Caltrans Districe 12, 2200 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

0

2}

3y

)

Freeway at the county line witheut which wounld create
and air pellution in College Park East, Scal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds,
We do not suppart the toll express lanes of Alrernative 3 hecause of the undue esonomic hardship on many

Orange and Los Angeles Counties

1

Printed Name

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Aliernatives 2 and 5 for the following reasons;

They require the Almond Ave. soundwali to be moved further into College Park East, causing
across-the-board increased noise and air pollution, and decressed property velues.

Thess two alternatives would require relocation of utilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocared ro the
north side of Almend Ave. (all utilities are under-grounded in CPE): a 14" and separate 16" diameter pas/petrolaum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the T-405 Freeway to a new alignment through Collegs Park East.

Lack of & coordinated project with Los Angeles (_IIIIM}' for ndditional through traffic lanes north on the 1-405
i ion with a si

peaple, especially fixed income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach,

Signature

increase in noiss

Seal Beach Street Address

%m»\»d e

\(J‘ /{__’ -

4572 Rivdanmad Fie

A

LA nelogtle e

45 73 Bivtiad Mg

3

e

pr

o
4=

MIDoRl FUTIKRWA dsdy Biechured Ave.
* lered pugirewa 45l i ket Ad
s frnte ST [Boncpsred Avel
j,&fﬂ‘f §;FMf‘fﬂﬂf (?(5“:_’_2__&5&‘_?(1{{)4rmp agh
; 7,(3 St psn s 7[3;0"{?‘ tﬁ-‘fcﬁ’ ) M
WAL Ve v i’ Lf53 5;:3,/;/(.0@:9/4&
ML 2 1449 Rychyn/ b,
| Helen otz /475 Recalior 4
"R E Tyen Gyt Sitraeus
N p-Sue Stzniey “J Hodice e tin, FLG B rehiont Qai
G ST Y W & LT P
M”? ﬂf— 17 sy ot 'O,»‘( YL L7 B 3550 Bluch el )
N >, Do % DenrS” 12597 Blucbdl
“Nom Pernnd [ By 269 | Blub i #

CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR
1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009091001

TO: Smita Deshpande, Cabirans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine Ca, 92612

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Ahternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

13 They require ths Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing
across-the-board increased noise and air pollution, and decreased property values.

2)  These two woild require rel of uilities: head electrical lines couid be relocated to the
north side of Almond Ave, (oll wilities are under-grounded in CPE); 2 14" und separate 16" diameter gas/petroleum
pipeline mey be relecated from south of the [-405 Freeway to a new alignment hrough College Park Easi.

3} Lack of a goordinated project with Loz Angeles County for additicnal through traffic lanes north on the 1405
Freeway at the county line without which would create additional cengestion with a significam increase in noise
and air pollution in College Park East, Sesl Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevaifing on-shore winds,

[4)  We do not support the toll express lanes of Allemative 3 because of the undue economic hardshiz on many
peaple, especially fived income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties
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PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR

1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009091001

TC: Smits Deshpande, Calrans Distriet 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

b

2)

3)

4)
eop!

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 end 3 for the following reasons:

They require the Almond Ave, soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing

across-The-board increased noise 2od air pollution, and decreased property values,

These two alternatives would require relocation of utilities; overhead electrical lines could be relocated to the

Lack of & coor

Fresway at the county line without which would create additional ¢
and air pollution in College Park Enst, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds,

north side of Almond Ave. (all ulilities are under-grounded in CPE), a 14" and separste 16" diameter gasipetroleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the =405 Freeway 1o a new alignment through College Park East

inated project with Les Angeles County for additional through waffic lanes north on the 1-403
with a 53

increase in noise

We do not support the toll express lanzss of Alternative 3 betause of the undee sconomic hardship on meny

, especially fixed income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach,

Printed Name
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CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009091001

11'0' Smitn Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupent Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

'We, the undersigned, do not supper: Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons;

1} They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved firther into College Park East, causing
across-the-board incrensed noise and air pollution, and decreased property values.

2} These two aliernatives would requirs relocation of unilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated to the
north side of Almend Ave. {all utilities are under-prounded in CPE), a 14" and separate 16" diameter gas/perroleumn
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-4035 Freeway 1o a new alignment trough College Park East,

33 Lack of'e coordimated project with Los Angeles County for additional through traffic lanes north on the [-405
Freeway at the county line without which would create additional congestion with a siznificant increase in noise
and air pollution in College Park Eust, Seal Beach, and Ressmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds,

4} We do not suppont the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many
eople, especially fixed income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties
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ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPQRT

|-405 IMPROVEMENT P

FOR

JECT SCH NO. 2009091 001

T Smita Deshpande, Calrans Distriet 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

1y

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Altematives 7 and 3 for the following reasons:

They require the Almond Ave. soundwell to be moved further into College Park East, cousing

the-board i i noise and air

and de

2}

2

4)

d property valees,

These two alternatives would require relocation of utilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated to the

narth side of Almond Ave, (all wilities are under-grounded in CPE); 8 14" and separate 16" diuneter gas/petroleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-405 Freewny to a new alignment through College Park East,

Lack of s coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through traffic lanes north on the 1-405

Freewzy at the county line without which would create additi pesti
and air pollution in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing en-shore wingds,

with

a signiticant increase in noise

W do not support the toll express lanes of Alemative 3 because of the undue economic Tardship an many

people, especially fixed income

il people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties
Printed Name 4 Signature Seal Beach Street Address
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CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO.

FOR

TOx Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92617

2y These two al

\'\"'E. the undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

1) They require the Almond Ave. soundwail to be moved further into College Park East, causing,
across-the-board increased noise and air pollution, and decreased property values,
4 ion of utilities: overhead el

1 ines could be relocated to the

woubd require rel

north side of Almond Ave. (ali wtilities are undes-grounded in CPE); o 14" and separate 16" diameter gasipetrolenm
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-405 Freeway to a new alignment through Collepe Park East.

3} Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through traffie lanes north on the 1-405
Freeway at the county line without which would create additional congestion with a significant increase in noise
and air pallution in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Kossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds.

4} We do not support the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many

 and Los Angeles Counties

pesth eﬂ%ﬂ%ﬁe eple, S o8 e Wli";i'::;::::fsw — g:’:‘[ Beach Street Address
|_Rene ii'r-lwQ KMWD 3881 Sunf|ower 54&
Mot £ lenSicu -y Y355 Tronese d ks
" [ Hzabe Vavar /}/7 F% Yt o zelugt Ave
* Waan SLC 7 ldegrtHoztliwd A
: Iii.llt, vlit\l?\ew’lfd /m[fai:ft{aj- '-!"]:'/{ \.wmntg\;p
vy e e < L—-UM \l | 1?\3&1&0-{ .
; 2 Aigale [4148) Dt
| 1500 Quede € % RO Cosy St
| BROCE [’AN'Tmr_ Ly AFrs | 4188 GANYAN AVE
; Nebiwe Theriaid (L *fn { Gt 4955 Erdees Aue
N Man Ry & JL\‘!.. - 4259 Fldow Al
s liusPhey PAdedluaplox 350 fost oty
ez My 3$4) Rose Liee e
:: MES Mavmmi :,V/’ / 3590 ey Gacle
| bz ith W ZA e liostoumaon 2|
Rogue - Now Kpete >~ 14289 CANGDERY Af

March 2015

R1-CG-24

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR
1-405 IMPROVEMENT PRO.JECT SCH NO, 2005091001
TO: Smita Deshpende, Calwrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine Ch, 92612

\\T:,'uhe undersignad, do not support Project Altemetives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

1} They require the Almond Ave, soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing
across-the-poard increesed noise and air pelhution, and decreased property values,

2)  These two zlternatives would require relocation of utilities: overhead electrical fines could be relocated lo the
north side of Almond Ave, (all wiilities are under-grounded in CFE); a 14" and separate 16" diameter gasipetroleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the I-405 Freeway to a new alignment through College Park East,

3} Lack of 2 coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through trafile Janes nonh on the 1-405

Freeway at the county line without which weuld crete additional congestion with a significant increase in noise
and air pollution in College Park Enst, Scal Bezch, and R due 1o p ing 1 winds.
Ay We do not support the tell express lanes of Alternative 3 beciuse of the undue economic hardsivp on many
ople, especiclly fixed income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Oranpe end Los Angeles Countiss
Printed Name Signature Saal Bezeh Street Address
1
o A L .
Corrie Callawa (areee Co B f 4253 Fr Avenise
7 ¥ ‘e '- 5
Jonathan West T#ﬂm‘i‘fﬂ"%‘/ﬂ‘ ? YA i sve

’ EeAD Apmizring E%Q&w\g | 4580 Detioog pve.
GLORIA piel | FPpea A | i307 GuavA AVE.
FRAMIE e L ¥ Y30 GCldvr Ave
;x Lien_borpay oL
ton Jowdan 4300 Candebe, A,
Dewns 5u5mesrc-__ $ABE Cmebely fve
Sclhetly Sustansic Yegp Cbﬂdémmg, Al
| Zewn CQEQ ise5 Hir
_1CHARLYES We X SR 4SS 6 SBARCHweD Ave
:3 W‘f VAT /gm’%ég 55 7 HytbeZe 57
- Aoys Yoow | B4 359 _pluehel SF.

" Pandace Goemad A, dooy Heumoe | 35%1 Ruzhers st
" ERIC. Shmereor Y2 ) C 1758 Rresgeze TT,. |
% fz,,ﬁgq rLpsjin Wﬁ’{(/z /ﬁ 1D Caddony

H.[

[

Ty

CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR
1405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH M 3081001

TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupon: Drive, Suite 200, frvine CA, 92612

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the fellowing reasans;
1} They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into Collepe Park East, causing é
othe

across-the-board i d noise and air polk and d i property values,

2)  These two alternatives would require relocation of utilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated 1
nerth side of Almond Ave (all utilities are under-grounded in CPE): a 14" and separate 16" dismeter pas/petrolemn
pipeline may be relocated from south of the I-405 Fresway to a new alignment farough College Park East.

3p Lack ef a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through traffic lanes north on the 1445
Fresway 2t the county line without which would create additional congestion with a sigmificant incrense in noise
and air pollution in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds,

4} We do not support the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 because of the undus economic hardship on many
people, especially fived income people, suck as the senior citizens of Seal Heach . Orange and Los Angeles Counties

Printed Name nal _|Seal Beach Street Address
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APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

1405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH N

FOR

2002091001

TO: Smiia Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2207 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Trvine O, 53613

1y

)

3}

4)

pecple, especiall

These two aln

.| We, the undersigned, do not suppert Projeét_A!lemat:ws 2 and 3 for the fellowing reasons:
They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing
across-the-board increased noise and air pollution, and decreased property values.

of utilities: head elects

We do not sy
y fixed income people, su

would require rel
north side of Almond Ave. (all utilities are under-grounded in CPE): a 14" and seperate 16” diameter gasipetroleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-405 Freeway to a new alignment through College Park East.

Lack of a coordinased project with Les Angeles County for aéditional through traffic lanes north on the 1-405
Freeway at the county line without which would create edditional
end air poilution in Collegs Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds,

port the 1ol express lanes of Altemetive 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many

 Ortnge and Los ;‘ng&lﬁ; Countias

with 2 signifi

CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR
1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009091001

TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, [rvine CA, S3813

ical lines could be relovated 1o the

h a5 the senior citizens of Seat Beach

] Printed Mame

Signature

T

Cavil Spr

) Sea] 23l Beach Street A:ldress

increase in nofse

s Al Mnel P, |

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:
1) Thcy require the Almond Ave. soundwell (o be moved further into College Park Enst, causing

d noise and air poliution, and decreased property values.
2) 'I'hesc :wo | would require relocation of urilities: head electrical lines could be relocated to the
nuuh side of Almond Ave. (all utilities are under-grounded in CPE), & 14" and scparate 167 diameter gas/petrcleum
ine muy be relocated from south of the [-405 Freeway to 2 new alignment through College Park East,

3} Lack of 2 coordinated project with Los Angeles Couaty for additional through traffic lanes north on the 1-405
Freeway at the county line without which would ereate additional congestion with & significant increass in noise
and air pellution in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Ressmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds.

4} Wedo not suppert the toll 2xpress lanes of Alternative 3 because of the undus economic hardship on many
people, especially fixed income people, such as the senier citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties

Printed Name Signatre Seal Beach Streel Address
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

CG1 Continued CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR FOR

1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009091001 1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2003051001
TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612 TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupent Drive, Suite 200, Trvine Ca, 92612
We, the undersigned, do not suppont Projeet Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons: We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alrernatives 2 and 3 for the following remsons:
Iy They require the Almond Ave. soundwell to be moved further into College Park East, causing 1) They require the Almond Ave. soundwall 1o be moved further into College Park East, causing
across-the-board increased noise and air pollution, and decrensed property values. acress-the-board increased noise and air poliution, and decreased property values.
2} These wwo ahtematives would requirs relocution of utilities: averhead clestrical lines could be relocated 1o the 2} These two would require refocation of utilities: everhead electrical lines could be relocated to the

north side of Almond Ave. (all udilities are under-grounded in CPE); a 14" and sepasate 16 diameter pas/petraleum north side of Almond Ave. (all utilities are under-grounded i CPE); a 14" and separate 16" diameter gas/petroleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1405 Freeway to a new aligament through College Park East, {pipeline may be relocated from south of the [-405 Freeway fo a new alignment through College Park East

3} Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through maffie kuves north on the 1405 3} Lack af 2 coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through traffic lanes north an the 1-403
Freeway at the county line without which would ereate additional congestion with a sienifican: increase in noise Freeway a1 the county line without which would create additional congestion with a significant increase in noise
and air pellution in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmaor dug ta prevailing on-shore winds. and air pollution in Cellege Perk East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds,

4] We donot support the toll express lanes of Altemative 3 because of the undue econamic hardship on many 4)  We do not support the toll express lanes of Ahemarive 3 because of the undue sconomic hardship on many
people, especially fixed income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Crange and Los Angeles Counties people, especially fixed income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties
Printed Mame Signature 'Seal Beach Streel Address Printad Name Signature Seal Beach Strest Address
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

CG1 Continued CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR

FOR
1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009091001 1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009091001

TO: Smita Deshpande, Cabrans Dismrict 12, 22071 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

TC: Smita Deshpande, Calirans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Trvine CA, 92612

We, the undersié:fad do ot support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:
1) I'chy requ ire the .i\hlmnd Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Perk East, causing

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Allematives 2 and 3 for the following ressons:

1) They require the Almond Ave. soundwall 1o be moved further into College Park East, causing T
across-the-board increased noise and air pollution, and decreased pmperv vanes | noise and air p and € 4 property values.
2Z)  Thess two albematives would require relocation of utilities ical lines could be relocated 1o the 2) T‘hm o would lcq..lr!: of utilities: overhead elecwrical lines could be relocated to the
i - " north side of Almond Ave. (all wilities are under-grounded in CPE); o 147 and separate 16" diameter gasperoleun
north side of Almend Ave. (all utilities are under-grounded in C I'I:.], @ 14" und separate 16" diameter pasipetroleum Jipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-405 Freeway to a new elignment through Collsge Park East,
P

pipeline may be refocated from south of the 1-405 Freeway o a new alignment through Coliege Fark East. . . . - > it
: . - . 1) Lack of 2 coordinated project with Los Angelss County for additional through traffic lanes north on the 1-405

3} Lack of & coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through traffic lnes north = . ” o .

} ; . p ! ki B’ " . . . .lc Im"‘_& n ‘)f‘ uv:.hws Freeway &t the nty Jine without which would create acditional congestion with & significant increase in noise
{Frecway at the county line without which would create additional congestion wilh a significant increase in noise - Juticn i Colleae Park East, Seal Beach, and R Aot siling an-sh ind
and air pollution in College Park East, Seal Beack, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds, :’,:d er“!m;“mo': i “ctg':: ol e Bs'te:ss‘-l.:.irs ;A::wﬁirgc;:‘;:‘;'}?ih_ﬁ:g 2;0‘0:{ w‘: s‘; b

. il . : } i 2 i ) ‘& do not suppor T i =t £ [ due economic hardship on many
4} We oot aoppont the toll express lanes of Aliemativs 3 becausc of the s esonaenic hardsbip o meay people, especially fixed income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties

especially fixed income Iz, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Oranpe and Los Angeles Counties - =
Frirted Nars .—-——————-m———-—q[gnmurp Seal Bonch S Adiess B Printed Name - Signature Seal Beach Street Address
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR

1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJE 81001

[TO: Smita Deshpande, Calirans District 12, 2201 Duponi Drive, Suite 200, [rvine CA, 92612

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

1) They require the Almond Ave, soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing
lacross-the-board increased noisa and air pollution, and decreased propeny values.

23 These two ives would require relocetion of utilities: head electrical lines could be relocated to the
north side of Almond Ave. (all wiilities are under-grounded in CPE); a 14" and separate 16" diameter gas/perralsum
[pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-405 Freeway 1o a new alignment through College Park East

3)  Leck of 2 coondinated project with Los Angeles County rm additional through traffic lanes north on the 1-405
Freeway at the county line without which would create addin iom with & significant incresse in noise
and air pollation in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmeor due o prevailing on-shore winds,

4)  We do rot support the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many
people, especially fixed income peonle, such as the sentor citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties
Printed Name Signaturg Seal Beach Streel Addiess

Tule Towdes o lea. w2 Fe A

“ | Ramon D M 40| eS| Ll Cy AvE

| e o lshan (e ot

213 £ Aoe ,

Macika2h Vaas

"Lﬂ%i For Ave, _
§ Sepes T K AT

T Detbert Blsien /qu Y3 Fip Ave i

R il e

! Lﬂ\éwé‘%’d

-, —
"I R7an ser(in| Ryag’serirh |42¢] cand[ebery

| M i ] o lekney

Y2 Y1 aolebiny

Y

oy

cx

“_J QPNT/&!‘!IW;

4109 A

$272 g pde

o e

1 A2 Ky | Hons™ o St

-Wﬂﬁr #{ﬁ ,ﬁiﬁﬁ‘f

4S5 Fre HE.

Cobazr Lazarl

CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR
1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009091001

TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

13 They require the Almond Ave. soundwall 1o be moved further inte College Park East, causing
actoss-the-bourd increased noise and air pollution, and decreased properly values.

2)  These two al ives would require relocation of ueilities: head elecrical lines could be relocated 1o the
north side of Almond Ave. (all utilities are under-grounded in CPE); 2 147 and scparate 16" diameter pas/petroleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1405 Freeway 10 a new alignment threugh College Park East.

3)  Lack of & coordinaled praject with Los Angeles County for additional through raffie lanes north on the [-405
|Frecway at the county line without which would cresie additional congestion with a significant increase in noise
and air pollution in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due o prevailing on-shore winds.,

4} We do ot support the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many
prople, especially fixed income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Oranpe and Los Angeles Counties
Printed Name /\ Signature Sea Beach Street Address
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/

APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

CG1 Continued CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPCORT
PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR

FOR 1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009021001

1405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2008091001

TO: Smitn Deshpande, Caltrns District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

[T0: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92617

) — _ — _ . _— We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:
We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons: 1) They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Park Enst, causing
1) They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Park Eass, causing across-the-board increased noise and air poliution, and decreased property valuses. ’
across-the-board mcr\:w_:d noige fmd ni!_pollu_m:t._aud tfr':{r_a_scd property vaiues. 2y These two alternatives would require relecation of utilities: everhead electrical lines could be relocared to the
2)  These two altemnatives \vou:d_ require relocation of utilities: overhead electrical lines could be refocated 1o the north side of Almond Ave. {all utilities are under-grounded in CPE); a 147 and separate 16 dipmeter as/petroleum
Il(.iﬂh.:ljdr. of a\.’mn.«nd Ave. {all utilities 2.1.1' unde(-gl:nu.-:ue:] in CPE); a.lA‘-" and separate 16" diameter gas/petroleum {pipeling may be relocated from south of the 1405 Freevay to a new alignment through College Park Fast.
pipeline may be reloceted from south of the 1-405 Freeway to a new alignment through College Park East. 3} Lack of 2 eoordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through treffic lanes north on the 1405
3)  Lack of & coordinared project with Los Angeies County for additional through taffic lanes aarth on the 1-405 | Freeway at the county line without which would create additional congestion with & significant inerense in noise
Freeway at the county line without which would create :n::{ iional congestion W'll.h a lel]‘Jrlc}‘Hl increase in noise | and air poliution in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds.
and air pollution in ‘0"e:‘E Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to f shore winds. 4)  We do not support the toll express lanes of Allemative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many
) W do not support "?_‘01' express lanes of Altemative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many people, sspeciully fixed income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange amd Los Angeles Countics
people, sspecially fixed incoms people, such as the se ies Printed Nama Signature Seal Beach Sioet Address
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CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

[-405 IMPROVEMI

FOR

QJECT SCH NO. 2008091001

TC: Smita Deshpande, Calrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Isvine CA, 92612

3]
2)

3}

4

people

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved fusther inta College Park East, causing
across-the-hoard increased noise and air pollution, and decreased property values.

These two aliermtives would require relocation of utilities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated to the
north side of Almond Ave. (all wrilitics are under-grounded in CPE); a 147 and separate 16" diameter pas/petroleum
pipeline may be relocared from south of the 1-405 Freeway o a new alignment through College Park Fast.

Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for sdditional through taffic tanes nosth on the 1105
Freeway at the county line without which would create additional congestion with a significant increase in noise
and air pollution in College Park Fast, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due 1o prevailing on-shore winds.,

We do not suppert the toll express lanes of Alterative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many

Printed Name

Signature

ily fixed income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange awd Los Angeles Countics

Seal Beach Streel Address
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CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR

1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009091001

TC: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans Distriet 12, 2201 Dupent Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

]
2

3)

4)

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Akematives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:
They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved furiher into College Park East, causing
across-the-board increzsed neise and air pollution, and decreased property values.

These two al

and air pollution in Collepe Park East, Seal Beach, and R
We do not support the toll express lanes of Allemative 3 because of the wdue econemic hardship on many
people, especially fixed income people, such as the smlorcanzcns of Scal Beach, Cran;

would require rel

of utilities: overh

ical lines could be relocated to the
north side of Almend Ave. {all utilities are under-grounded in CPE); a 14" and separate 16" digmeter gas/peiroleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the [-405 Freeway to o new alignment through Coliege Park East,

Lack of o coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional threugh weffic lanes nosth on the 1405

Frecway at the county line without which would creats 2ddit with a signifi

increase in noise

dustop
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hore winds.,

and Los Angeles Coumtiss
Seal Beach Streel Address
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

CG1 Continued CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR
FOR 1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009091001
1-405 IMPROV CT SCH NO. 200509 1

TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupant Drive, Suite 200, Irvine TA | 52612

TO: Smita Deshpands, Caltrans Diserict 12, 2200 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Altzrnativas 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

We, the undersigned, do not support Praject Altematives 2 and 3 for the following reasons. n mr:bqu'-r_e the A‘Tﬂ"fl Ave. soundwall to be Im'wed furtl?lc_f into College Park East, causing
1) They require the Almond Ave. soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing the-board : ed noise and air T _ﬂ"d et I-*“Pf:l:“\‘aktﬁ_- - )
across-the-board increased noise and air pollution, and decreased property values. I} These two s weuld regaire of utilities: i electrica l_"’fs could be relocared to the
2} These two altematives would require relocation of utilitics: overhead elecirical lines could be relocated to the norh side of Almond Ave. (all s are undﬂ;smmldcd in CPE); a 14" and ;:pn_ra-c 16" diameter gas/petroterm
north side of Almond Ave. (all wtilities arc under-grounded in CPE), @ 14" and separate 16" diameter gas/petroleum pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1405 Freeway to a new alignment through College Park East.

ioeli . & F & Frasn: 1 o -, - - T 3} Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional dirough traffic lanes north on the 1-405
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-405 Freeway to a new alignment through College Park Zast, b ddi | i I t
3)  Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through traffic lanes north on the 1-405 {Freeway at the county line without which wou c""""’i itianal congestion with & Slgmfcan. increase in noise
Freewsy gt the county line without which would create additicnal congestion with a significant increase in noise and air polltion in College Park East, Seal Beach, and duetoy d:nc hore 5
and air pollution i College Paric East, Seal Beach, anc Rossimoor due to prevailing on-shore winds. 4} We do not support the toll express janss of Alternative 3 because ofﬂm undue SConon rardship on many

nl e fin i &P e s =i T 5 anntiat
4)  We do not support the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 because of the undue economic hardskip on many peaple, especially fived income people, such es the senior citigens of Seal Beach, Orange ond Los Angeles Coumties |

peaple, especially fixed income people, such as the seio citizens of Seal Beach, Grange and Los Angeles Counties 3 Printed Neame §—p SgRALIS, 5 Seal Beach Slreat Addre:
Lol —__Printed Namme /1 Sigraty Seal Beanh."-?fr}_%e! Address _ Mi . Ilﬂw‘[ V-é’—«(. ;L/{ _{‘Lg_d_ ‘(;L'?é Fiatyn /144.
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CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR

I MPROVEMENT CT SCH NO. 2008051001

TO: Smira Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupent Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the foliowing reasons:

1) They require the Almond Ave, soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing
zeross-the-beard incrensed noise and air poliution, and decreased property valuss.

2% These two elternatives would reguire relocation of wilitles: everhead electrical lines could be relocated to the
north side of Almond Ave. (all utilities are under-grounded in CPE); a 14" and separate 16" diamster gas/petroleum
pipeline may be coloeated from south of the 1405 Freeway (o a naw alignment through College Park East.

3} Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through waffic lanes north on the 1-405
Freeway at the county line without which weuld create additional congestion with a significant increase in noise
and air potlution in College Park East, Seal Beach, and due to prevailing en-shore winds.

4] We do not support the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 because of the undue economic hurdsbip on many

Ecnpl_fﬂe‘gialfv fixed income peaple, sach as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties

Printed Name Signature Sez! Beach Street Address
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CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR

1-405 ROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009091001

T Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Duponr Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

We, the undersigned, do not support Project Allermatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

1}y They require the Almond Ave. soundwall 1o be moved fusther into College Park East, causing
across-the-board i noise and air poliution, znd & d property values,

2} These two alcmatives weuld require relocation of utilities: overhead slectrical lines could be relocated to the
north side of Almond Ave. (all utilities are under-grounded in CPE), a 14" and separats 1 6" diameter gas/petroleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the 1-405 Freeway to a new alignment through College Park East.

3} Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through traffic lanes north on the 1-40%
Freeway at the county ling without which would create additional congestion with 2 significant increase in noise
and air pallwtion in College Park Exst, Seal Beach, and due to prevailing lore winds.

4} We do not support the toll express kanes of Allernative 3 becpuse. nl the uncue cconomic hardship on many

people, especially fixed income people, such as the synior citizens of Scel Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Countics
Printed Name Signature |Seal Beach Streel Address
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CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR

1-405 IMPROVE T PROJECT NO. 2008081001

TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans Distriet 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, $2612

We,

2]

3

4}

|across-the-board i d neise and air p

2 and 3 for the foll

TEASONET

e undersigned, do not support Project A

1) They require the Almond Ave, soundwall to be moved further into College Park East, causing
and d praperty values.

ical lines could be relocated 1o the

These two alternatives woukd require

Printed Name

of urilities: head <l

north side of Almond Ave, (all utilities gre under-groundzd in CPE); a 147 aml separate 16" diameter gaz/petroleum
[pipeline may be relocared from south of the [-405 Freeway to 2 new alignment through College Park East,
Lack of & conrdinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through traffic lanes north ¢a the 1403

i6i

Freeway at the county ine without which would create additional congestion with a sig i
and air poliution in College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due 1o prevailing om-shore winds.
We do not suppor the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 because of the undue econornic hardship on many

people, especially fixed income people, such &5 the senior citizens of Seal Deach, Orange and Los shes Counties

Signature
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Seal Beach Street Address
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CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REFPORT
FOR
- IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2008081

T Smitn Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 220 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

We, fhe undersigned, do not support Projeet Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following reasons:

17 They require the Almond Ave, soundwall to be moved further inte College Park Enst, causing

the-board i | noise and air poliution, and decreased property values.

23 These twoe alternatives would require relocation of ulifities: overhead electrical lines could be relocated to the
north side of Almond Ave. (all utilities are under-grounded in CPE); a 14" and scparate 16" diameter gaz/petroloum
pipeling may bs relocated from south of the 1-405 Freeway to a new alignment through College Park East.
3} Lack of a cocrdinated project Loz Angales County for additional through waffic lanes nonh on the 1-403
Freeway at the county line witheut which would create additional congestion with a significant increase in noisz
and air pollution in College Perk East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor duz 1o prevailing en-shore winds.
4] We do not support the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 because of the undue econemic hardship en many

eople, especially fixed income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Crange and Los Angeles Counties

Printed Name Signalure Seal Beach Street Address
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FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

CG1 Continued CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR
FOR
1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2008091
1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH N 091001 1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2003091001
TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612 B TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612
We, the undersigned, do not support Project Allematives 2 and 3 for the following reasons: - — e mene —— -
\ , e the My ..  thar it Colke L E i We, the undersigned, do not support Project Alternatives 2 end 3 for the following reasons:
1) They requi ; the .l\Jmaunq Ave._m?u..d-val_l to be moved further into College Park East, causing 13 They require the Almond Ave. saundwall 1o be moved further into College Park East, causing
:crnss.-the-bozrd mcruas:_ﬂi nnml and air poliution, and féﬂ'{“}‘!d property “3|U=‘_r . across-the-board increased noise and air poilution, and decreased propeny values.
) I.:wsc twao altematives \:?qud require relocation of u ties ?wtheafl electrical lines f,a'fld be n-Jnca_tcd to the 7] These two aliematives would require relocation of utilities: overheend electrical lines could be relocated to the
n:;nh.stdc of Almond .-\v.c. (il utilities are under-grounded in CPE), iI‘J4 and separets 36! diameter gasipetroleum north sids of Almend Ave. (211 utilities are under-grounded in CPE); a 147 and separale 16" dizmeter pas/petrolevm
;_np-l ne may be relocated from south of the [-405 Freeway 1o a new alignment through College Park Fast. ) pipaline may be relocated from south of the 405 Freeway to 2 new alignmert through College Park East.
3] Lack of & coordinated project with Los Angeles Courty for additional through waffic fanes north on the 1-405 3)  Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through raffic lanes north on the 1-405
Freeway at the county line without which would creste de itional congestion w.l-h a s,grtLhca Froeway at the county line without which would create additional congestion with 2 significant inerease in noise
and air polluticn i College Park Eest, Seal Benach, and Ross due ta p re winds, and air pollution in Collsae Park Fast, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds,
4] We do not support the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 because 01 the undue :conomlic hardship on many 43 We do not support the toll express lanes of Altermative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many
people, especially fixed income people, such as the senior c!llzcns of Seal Beach, 0'«!:3-3 s Angeles Countics people, especially fixed income people, such as the senior eitizens of Seal Heach, Oranze and Los Angeles Counties
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PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT

FOR
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TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans Disirict 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Sulte 200, Irvine CA, 92612 TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans Distric z
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PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR

i-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2003091001

TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Trvine CA, 92612
We, the undersigned, do not support Project Aliematives 2 and 3 for the Tollowing ressons:
1) They require the Almond Ave. soundwall 1o be moved ter it College Park East, causing
across-the-board increased noise and air pallution, and decreased property values.
7} These two alternatives would reguire relocation of u averhead clectrical lines could be relocated do the
north side of Almend Ave, (all wilities ere under-ground a 14" and separate 16" diameter gas/petroleum
pipeline may be relocated from south of the J-405 Freewey to o new alipgnment through College Park East.
3)  Lack of a coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through iraffic lanes noth on the [-405
Freeway at the county line without which would create additionsl fon with & signifi imcrease in noise
amd air pollution in College Park East, Scal Beach, and Rossmoor due to prevailing on-shore winds.
4)  Wedo not support the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on many
peaple, especially fixed income people, such as the senior citizens of Seal Beach, Orange and Los Angeles Counties
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CG1 Continued

PETITION REGARDING DRAFT ENVIROMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR
1-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT SCH NO. 2009081001

TO: Smita Deshpande, Caltrans District 12, 2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200, Irvine CA, 92612

We, the undersign

13 They require the Almond Ave, soundwall 10 be moved further into Coliege Paric East, causing
across-the-beard increased noise and air pollution, and decreased property valuss.

7}  These two ahernatives would require relocation of utilities:
north side of Almond Ave. (all utilities are under-grounded in Cl

pipeline may be re

3] Lzck of & coordinated project with Los Angeles County for additional through tral
Freeway al the county |ine without which would create additional congestion with a sigr
vin College Park East, Seal Beach, and Rossmoor due o prevailing on-shore winds,
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4)  We do not s
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ed, do m:,'r;uppon Project Alternatives 2 and 3 for the following ressons:
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a 14" and seperate 16" diameter gas/petraleum
iocated from south of the 1405 Freeway to a new alignment through College Park East,

lanes north on the [-405
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ipport the toll express lanes of Alternative 3 because of the undue economic hardship on m;
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CG2

July 16, 2012
Ms. Smita Deshpande
Branch Chief, Caltrans District 12
2201 Dupont Drive, #200
Irvine, CA 92612
RE: 405 DEIR-EIS Comments

Dear Ms. Deshpande:

Friends of Harbors, Beaches, and Parks (FHBP} is a regional non-profit working to protect I

the natural lands, waterways, and beaches of Orange County. More recently we've been
involved with the implementation of SB 375 and the Orange County Transportation
Authority’s (OCTA} implementation of its Environmental Mitigation Program,

We certainly appreciated meeting with project planners at OCTA to discuss the 405
freeway and its many possibilities. We would like to take this opportunity to provide the
following comments to the Draft Envirenmental Impact Report (EIR) - Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS) for the proposed 405 project.

Renewed Measure M - Frecway Projects

The 2006 Renewed Measure M (M2} sales tax for transpartaticn improvements approved
by the voters included 13 defined freeway improvement projects. This list only addresses
Alternative 1 and the “Mo Build” Alternative proposed in the 405 Draft EIR-EIS. We
believe, Alternatives 2 and 3 go beyond the scope of the Project K approved by voters in

Leguma Camyon
Laguna Greenoelt, Ine.
Pt Bay Conseraancy
S2ma Chub, Orange County
Surfnder Foundaton,
Hewport Beach Chapter
Stop Pollutng Cur Newport
St Mark Preshyterian Church

Stephanie Pacheco
Bey Perry

e Rad

Clalre Schiottesbeck
Dan Silver, M0,
Jack Skinner, M.D.
Mancy Skinrer
Deck Zembal

Perst Oifsce Box 3256
Newport Beach, CA 92653
B49-199-3649

W FHER oy

] ber 2006. C | Iy, Alternatives 2 and 3 should be removed from further
cansideration until the voters specifically approve such uses with the transportation sales
tax funds.

In particular, OCTA has asserted publicly that Alternative 3 would not utilize Measure M
dollars beyond the already programmed additional General Purpose lanes added.
However, Alternative 3 purports to convert existing free carpool lanes into High-
Occupancy Tell (HOT) lanes. Thus lanes that encourage two-person carpooling and used
by thousands of commuters daily would be lost. This would significantly impact
continuing utilization of past funds, essentially replacing two-person carpools with
motorists who can pay the toll, thus eliminating an existing incentive to reduce commuter
Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) by doubling-up.

In addition, we urge Caltrans and OCTA to revise the Draft EIR-EIS to add a new
alternative, Alternative 4. This alternative would implement a pilot program of an express
busway system, or Bus Rapid-Transit (BRT) along the 405 Corridor to be presented as an
M2 amendment to the voters at an upcoming election for their approval. This alternative
would, we believe, demonstrate multiple benefits including reducing VMT, responding to
public needs for efficient public transportaticn connecting desired trip nodes, meeting the
mandates of 58 375 and AB 32, and iding ther "tollway b racy” in Qrange
County.

<
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CG2 Continued

FHEP 405 Comment Letter 1o CalTrans
July 16, 2012

Reducing Vehicle Miles Ti led and h Gas
As you know, the state has adopted two important laws related to greenhouse gas emissions — AB 32
(The Global Warming Sclutions Act of 2006) and 5B 375 (The Sustainable Communities Planning Act of
2008). AB 32 requires that we reduce our greenhouse gas emissions to 1990 levels by year 2020. SB
375 requires each region to create a Sustainable Corr iti y {SCS) that reduces VMT and
meets the target of an 8% reduction in those VMT for 2020 and a 15% reduction by 2035,

While the Draft EIR-EIS asserts that implh ion of Al 2 and 3 may be in compliance with
AB 32 and SB 375, we believe, however, that at this point in the urbanization of the 405 Corridor, the
proposed additional lanes, whether free or toll, will not and eannot achieve the necessary reductions in
greenhouse gas emissions and VT,

Instead, we suggest that a much more beneficial approach would be the implementation of an express
busway system. This system should connect primary business and transportation nodes through the
Orange County 405 Corridor and intercennect with Los Angeles County nodes to get people where they
need to go, without their vehicles. A starting node at lohn Wayne Airport could link to nodes in
Westminster, Leng Beach airport, Torrance, Los Angeles airport, and Downtown LA. Imagine the
opportunities that these express buses running every 20 minutes would create during peak hours on the
405, Imagine how many cars you'd get off the road by this ene shift in thinking.

We don't have to imagine it though. The proven success of the Orange Line Express Busway system in
Los Angeles is described on the front page of the Los Angeles Times on June 28, 2012, as an “unlikely
hero” that tripled projected ridership in less than a year and “was significantly cheaper to build” that its
light-rail counterparts (and also in our view, cheaper than the proposed Alternative 3 tollway).

High-0 Toll Lanes: Inflated Benefi d Risks

For Alternative 3, it appears that the Draft EIR-EIS aptimistically evaluates project bengfits (ridership and
toll revenue] while minimizing impacts on the climate (single-occupied fossil-fueled cars driving instead
of providing viable mass transit alternatives for the 405 corridar) and equity (low-income drivers pay tax
but cannot afford tolls). Understand that providing excess freeway capacity (the goal of all three
proposed alternatives) will only inspire more cars to fill the roads, with a long-term impact of escalating
cangestion. Under the HOT lanes scenario, mixed-flow travelers would experience lost travel time in the
long-run at the expense of the few willing to pay. Widening freeways, no matter the pricing scheme, will
never solve long-term gridlock.

As stated earlier, conversion of free 2+ person carpool lanes to HOT lanes will reduce the incentive to
use transit or carpool, effectively transferring travel time benefits from 2+ carpoolers to those willing to
pay. M political consid: 15 have forced the additicn of two intermediate entrance peints to
the proposed Express Lanes, which will lower capacity and slow free-flow speeds. The argument that by
charging tolls, drivers will be forced to use alternatives only makes sense when there are alternatives.
The 405 has none,

OCTA's funding logic implies conversion to HOT lanes would generate revenue to convert more carpeol
lanes to toll, continuing to marginalize travel times for the majority of freeway users in favor of the fow
who pay. Hence, as proposed, this HOT lane conversion would have only short-term benefits with
significant long-term challenges that will make it difficult to achieve the AB 32 and SB 375 required
reductions in greenhouse gases by 2050. And traffic will continue to be a nightmare for most of us.

N
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FHER 405 Comment Letter 1o CalTrans
July 16, 2012

Encourage Increased Carpool/Vanpool Options — Transit-Oriented Development

Orange County was able to adopt one of the first § il Ce tes Strategies (SCS) in California.
We are pleased to have been part of this effort and to have worked so closely with the Orange County
Council of Governments and OCTA te adopt important and sustainable policies as it relates to our land
use, housing, and transportation infrastructure.

We are struck, however, by the fact that the plans for the 405 continue with the business as usual
model—just build more lanes and only promote additional vehicles with sole drivers on the 405
freeway. We had hoped, and still do, that policy makers and decision makers would take an opportunity
like this to launch a pilot program or case study of how implementing wiser land use policies can and will
achieve the reduction targets set by AB 32 and 58 375,

For example, cne of the strategies of the OC SCS was to promote land use patterns that encourage the
use of alternatives to single-occupant automobile use. This could be achieved by creating carpool and
vanpool sites along the 405 freeway. From our cursory look along the 405 we found a half dozen sites
with potential to become park-n-ride locations to implement this type of program. If the shift towards
more sustainable developments and transp ion projects doesn't oceur now, will it ever?

HOT Lanes and Environmental Justice

Itis clear that lows-income commuters will not be paying for HOT lanes access on a regular basis, though
on occasion might use the facility. Unfortunately, this constitutes a significant impact of the project from
an environmental justice perspective. While road pricing impacts on low-income drivers may decrease
as drivers gain actual experience with pricing, using toll revenues to enhance transit services along the
Corrider creates more transportation choices for this demographic, as well as everyone else.

The Los Angeles Metropolitan Transportation Authority’s (Metro) HOT lane demanstration projects,
under construction right now on the I-10 and 1-110, plan to reinvest toll revenue in transit, vanpool and
carpool lanes along those corridors. Metro has also offers a toll credit in the form of a partial toll
account setup fee waiver or transit credit to low-income drivers, A study undertaken by Network Public
Affairs for Metro in 2010 rec led acco dating the needs of low-income commuters by
walving account set up fees and considering a more comprehensive distribution network for
transponders. Minimum account balances and overdraft charges, requiring credit cards and bank
accounts, as well as charging for minimum monthly users on low-activity accounts should be
reconsidered.

Cperatienal performance measures should be monitored over time to improve service to this
demographic, including:
*  Number of low-income commuters {including percentage of pass holders) who sign up for a
transponder.
*=  Number of peak-period low-income users of HOT lanes (and percentage of overall HOT lane
users).
= Usage of HOT lane credits for low-incame drivers [credit redemptions).
* Mode choice of low-income drivers (carpool vs. single-cccupant vehicle), compared with mode
choice before the project is implemented.
* Performance of transit service in the ExpressLanes corridors during the demonstration period.

10
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CG2 Continued

FHEP 405 Comment Letter to CalTrans
uiy 16, 2012

= General-purpose lane speeds during the demaonstration period. ™

= Account balance problems of low-income commuters, compared with non-low income,

* Share of time savings by low-income ExpressLanes drivers in comparison with the share of tolls
and transponder costs they pay,

» Trends in trip distance and trip time by low-income commuters, compared with
non-low-income.

= Toll revenue reinvestment, _

Public Transit Alternatives

OCTA in conjunction with the Southern California Association of Governments and Metro has been )
looking at the Pacific Electric Right-of-Way (PE ROW) / West Santa Ana Branch Corridor. This railroad
right-of-way Is for approxi ly 20 miles t the City of Paramount in Los Angeles County
and the City of Santa Ana. As a transportation alternative to the 405, it looks quite promising. Light rail
and Bus Rapid Transit (BRT} could work well there, connecting to the Santa Ana Metrolink and Amtrak
lines as well as the Metro Blue and Green lines. This alternative must be funded as part of any scheme to
generate revenue for transportation projects and should be a significantly higher percentage of any
extension of Measure M,

Unfertunately, this eption would not connect Santa Ana with John Wayne Airport, South Coast Plaza and
the coastal cities of Orange County. Thus, OCTA must work to revive a new alternative to Centerline
Light Rail Transit, the former proposed connection between Santa Ana and UC Irvine via the airport. Less

P technelogies are available to reduce the right-of-way necessary to build such a system. When
Measure M was criginally approved by voters in 1990 to include Centerline, recent moves toward
funding regional transit have been perfunctory and misplaced (30-minute Metrolink, BRT and Go Local).
OCTA needs to step up and lead on praviding sustainable transportation mobility options that would
serve to increase residential and commercial densities in certain areas, providing walkabie urban village
centers that would be less dependent upon fossil-fuel-powered automobiles,

In addition, Union Pacific Railroad right-of-way that connects Anaheim with Huntington Beach has
premise as another connecting facility. Though light rail might be an expensive proposition, BRT and
Personal Rapid Transit would be significantly less expensive to build, and would reduce automobile trips
significantly in the region.

Net and the Program
As you are likely aware, OCTA has a prog e Envir
allocated funding towards acquisition and restoration projects that mitigate freeway projects. The
Measure M2 ordinance states at least 5% of the net revenues allocated for the Freeway Projects shall
fund Pregrammatic Mitigation for Freeway Frojects,

It is unclear o us how the potential of additional lanes (toll or otherwise] would impact the
Environmental Mitigation Program. Will the increased revenues from projected toll lanes go back into

I Mitigation Program which has\

>~ 10
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the W2 freeway program? If so, how does this influx of new revenues impact the Environmental
Mitigation Program funds, which was guaranteed 5% of the net revenues?
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FHEP 405 Comment Letter to CalTrans
July 16, 2012

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on the DEIR-EIS, as weil as the time extension to July 17,
2012. If you have any guestions, please contact me at 949-399-3669,
Sincerely,

Dosee U att~

Jean Watt, President

Friends of Harbors, Beaches and Parks 3055 Johnson Avenue
Costa Mesa, CA 92626

cc: Will Kempton, OCTA January 20, 2011

VI4 EMAIL

Peter Naghavi

Public Services Director
City of Costa Mesa

77 Fair Drive

Costa Mesa, CA 92626

Re:  San Diego Freeway (I-405) Improvement Project

Diear Mr. Naghavi,

Thank you for meeting with the Board of Directors of the Mesa North Community Association )
(“MNCA”) to discuss Caltrans’ proposals for expansion of the Interstate 405 Freeway. As you know,
MMNCA is one of the largest neighborhood community organizations in Costa Mesa, representing nearly
800 homes, including homes directly adjacent to Interstate 405 and State Route 73,

We are writing to provide our formal opposition to Caltrans revised Alternative #3 and to express our > 1
strongest concerns regarding the impacts of the recently proposed amendments to this Alternative. In
2009, we provided Caltrans, OCTA and the City with our written position regarding the original
Alternatives, including our vehement opposition to Alternative #3. We understand that Alternative #3
has changed, warranting these additional comments.

As represented during the October 2009 project scoping meetings, Caltrans Alternative #3 would seek to
offset the tremendous cost of the 405 Freeway expansion through the introduction of High Occupancy
Toll, or *HOT" lanes on the 405 Freeway. Recently, we have learned that Caltrans has revised
Alternative #3 and is now considering including direct transition HOT lanes from the 405 Freeway to
State Route 73. These transition lanes were not contemplated in the original Alternatives discussed

during the scoping meetings and represent a significant deviation from what was formally presented by > 2
OCTA and Caltrans in October 2009.

As a threshold matter, we are disappointed that Caltrans and OCTA have chosen not to pursue further
public meetings to discuss revisions to any of these Alternatives. Sadly, there has been little opportunity
for robust public comment on these revisions as we proceed through the Environmental Phase. _J
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Peter Naghavi
January 20, 2011
Page 2

The addition of HOT lanes and introduction of a direct HOT lane transition between the 405 Freeway \
and State Route 73 would have a disastrous impact on Mesa North and surrounding neighborhoods. As
you know, where the 405 Freeway and State Route 73 meet, residents living closest to these freeways

have enjoined a landscaped setback which mitigates the noise and pollution of these heavily traversed
freeways. Caltrans’ revised Alternative #3 would eliminate this open space and literally bring the

freeway 18 feet closer to residents’ backyards. Only a minor concrete sound-wall would separate these
homes from daily freeway traffic.

As we stated in our 2009 letter, bringing the freeway closer to our residents will have a deleterious
impact, inclnding increased litter, sound and air pollution, along with an overall decrease to property
values. Scientific studies have consistently found that people living closest to freeways suffer higher
rates of cancer, heart disease and most recently, increased rates of autism in children. Constructing this
freeway transition directly adjacent to homes simply makes no sense and will have a detrimental impact
on the guality of life our residents have come to enjoy.

As we previously pointed out, Costa Mesa is not where the problem lies. There are sufficient existing
lanes within Costa Mesa's portion of the 405 Freeway to support anticipated increased traffic flow. The
problems with the 405 Freeway begin north of our City, with bottlenecks at Euclid Avenue and
Brookhurst Street where freeway lanes are taken away. Caltrans should be focusing its efforts (and
money) at addressing freeway expansion in areas where the problem is the most acute. That area is not
Costa Mesa. Likewise, it should not be overlooked that with the addition of the paid HOT lanes, Costa
Mesa residents will be losing a carpool lane that they can currently travel free of charge and which
encourages ride-sharing. Revised Alternative #3 does nothing to promote ride-sharing,

-4

Caltrans just completed a very complex and costly $7 million renovation of the Fairview Avenue/405
Freeway overpass. Funding for this improvement was split between Measure “M” and Segerstrom
Home Ranch funds. What will become of this new overpass if revised Allernative #3 is constructed?
Our residents endured prolonged noise, construction, traffic and other negative byproducts from this
extensive project. Caltrans’ newest proposal would likely require the destmiction and re-building of the
Fairview overpass. This simply makes no sensc. Fairview Avenue is one of the most heavily travelled
arterials in our City and the prospect of destroying this recently constructed overpass to create a new
overpass to support the additional HOT lanes transition is troubling,

>5

Additionally, the written plans for the proposed HOT lanes transition have not been made public, and we
have strong concerns that Caltrans may be forced to elevate this freeway transition. Any elevation of the
existing freeway 15 not acceptable to our residents and should not be accepted by the City of Costa

Mesa.

While we understand Caltrans need to pursue expansion plans which are economically feasible, we

should not throw the baby out with the bath water. The residents of Costa Mesa, like all residents of

Orange County, pay taxes to provide for our roads and freeways. Our residents’ quality of life should

not he impaired simply because Caltrans does not have the current financial means to meet this 7
estimated $1.2 billion project. If paid lanes are the answer, Caltrans should find ways to implement the
expansion within the existing 405/73 Freeway footprint. Expansion of the 405 Freeway and

introduction of transition HOT lanes to State Route 73 is not the answer for Costa Mesa or Orange

County residents.

CG3 Continued

Peter Naghavi
January 20, 2011
Page 3

Therefore, the Mesa North Community Association formally opposes revised Alternative #3 to the 405 8
Freeway Improvement Plan.

Kindly forward our concerns on to Caltrans and OCTA and please ensure they are part of the formal
record as the City continues to discuss this important project.

Thank vou for your time and attention to this matter.
Very Truly Yours,

Colin K. McCarthy

President, Board of Directors
Mesa North Community Association

Hon. John Moorlach

Costa Mesa City Council

Peter Buffa

C.1. Segerstrom & Sons

Mesa Verde Community, Inc.

Halecrest/Hall of Fame Community Association

el
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Since

L

P.O. Box 5058, Rossmoor, California, 90721
(562) 799-1401 www.Rossmoor-RHA.org

July 16,2012

Smita Deshponde, Branch Chief
Caltrans-District 12

Attn: [-405 DEIR-DEIS Comment Period
2201 Dupont Drive, Suite 200

Irvine, CA 92612

Re: Rossmoor Homeowners Association Response to DEIR-1-405 Improvement Project

Ms. Deshponde:

Rossmoor Homeowners Association Comments and
Recommendations on the EIS for the Proposed 405 Freeway
Expnansion.

If OCTA's expansion project for the [-405 goes forward, the RHA is deeply
troubled by the potential for traffic congrestion to occur on the northbound [-405
at the Los Angeles County interface, which would cause a direct and heavy
impact on the air quality inside Rossmoor. There appears to be the potential for
hundreds of idling cars and trucks congested on the freeway adjacent to
Rossmoor in the late afternoon and early morning, two key periods of the day
that could affect residents.

The expanded 1-405 proposed by OCTA would have two more lanes inside
Orange County than would exist in Los Angeles County with the decrease in
capacity occurring within 100 feet or less of our residential neighborhoods’.
Moreover, the proposed route lies within 500 feet of Hopkinson Elementary
School, a sensitive receptor that was not addressed in the EIR. Section 3.2.6, the
air quality analysis for the project, makes no mention of Hopkinson. The EIR
identifies other sensitive receptors along the route, but neglects one of west
Crange County's largest and most highly regarded schools.

The configuration of Rossmoor has the 405 literally wrapping around the
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estimates near Rossmoor. Similarly, the air toxics analysis did not adequately
assess the potential for impacts on Rossmoor, particularly if congestion occurs at
the county line.

We believe the air quality impact analysis was inadequate in considering
hotspots with elevated levels of particulates, ozone, and other air pollutants that
could affect the health and quality of life in Rossmoor.

Rossmoor is a community of both young children and elderly adults, the two most
sensitive age groups to air pollution. We are asking that OCTA reexamine the air
quality, traffic and noise impacts of the project on Rossmoor, especially its
schools, parks and homes, and undertake a thorough and complete
consideration of the most effective ways to mitigate those impacts to a level of
insignificance.

The RHA requests that OCTA analyze the option of reducing northbound lanes
sequentially several miles before the county line. This change would help
mitigate the potential for congestion, air quality impacts and the possibility of
motorists using surface streets in the Rossmoor-Los Alamitos area to navigate
around the chokepoint. If and when Los Angeles County increases the capacity
of the |-405 in Long Beach, then the additional lanes of traffic could be opened to
the county line.

We are also asking that OCTA conduct a better outreach effort in Rossmoor to
elicit input and carry out real dialogue about the project.

The Rossmoor Homeowners Association has represented homeowners living in
the unincorporated area of Rossmoor for many decades. Membership in our
organization is voluntary, but we have almost 1,200 dues paying homeowners
who represent about one-third of the community. The RHA considers satisfactory
resolution of traffic and highway issues as one of its important missions in
safeguarding the quality of life in Rossmoor. We have long had a traffic
committee that works with law enforcement, county public works officials, nearby
cities and other agencies to improve safety and transportation in our community.
We were a key contributor to the redesign of the [-405/1-605 HOV over crossing
designs to reduce noise in adjoining residential areas.

The Rossmoor Homeowners Association
Board of Directors
Garv Stewart, President

~

<

<

>4

-5

>6

southern tip of the community, exposing residents to one of the greatest 3
environmental impacts anywhere in the project. The OCTA air quality analysis
examines carbon monoxide levels in Costa Mesa, but appears to make only
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From: Gabrielle Weeks [GWeeks@angeles. sierraclub.arg)

Sent: Tuesday, July 17, 2012 10:41 PM

To: Moortach, John; Adams, Audra, Bales, Pat; Campbell, Bill; dhansen@surfeity-hb.org;
CFikes@surfcity-hb.org, Mguyen, Janet, fverandall@yahoo.com; lomi@lomigalloway.com;
pglaab@ecityoflagunaniguel.org; mpulido@santa-ana.org; ph @i gov;
Jamante@tustinca.org, Wendy Knowles; fuproud@f i .M,
citycouncil@cityoforange.crg, mayor@garden-grove org

Ce: 405, dedcomments@parsons.com

Subject: Sierra Club T an o helming oppesition to plans by your Board

To members of the OCTA Board of Directors,
| am writing to you on behalf the over 5,000 members of the Sierra Club in the Long Beach Area
Group, including hundreds of members in the Cities of Seal Beach, Cypress and Los Alamitos as well
as the unincorporated community of Sunset Beach,

\
My members have expressed an overwhelming opposition to a proposal by OCTA/CalTrans to
essentially privatize a portion of our public freeways by establishing toll roads on the 405 Freeway. In
addition to being a giveaway of private assets, my members utilize the 405 freeway to access many
outdoor hiking and recreation opportunities throughout Orange County. Placing these toll roads will > 1
increase pollution by eliminating the incentive for carpooling on the 405, create barriers to people that
cannot afford the toll roads to access Orange County via the 405, and exacerbate the already
unacceptable traffic jams currently on the 405 freeway, further increasing pollution. D,

We cannot imagine why the OCTA Board of Directors would consider a plan that increases pallution
and worsens the quality of life for a majority of your residents and workers just to benefit well to do
residents that can afford to pay for access to a toll road. Our members are unified in their opposition >~
to this scheme. And the net result is that if the proposal moves forward, Sierra Club members from 2
throughout the region will not visit Orange County (or spend our discretionary dollars in your cities) as
often.

There are other options to reduce congestion on the 405 freeway, including expansion of mass transit 3

and encouraging (rather than discouraging) carpooling. We ask each member of the OCTA Board to
reject the toll plan in favor of these other more sensible and cost effective options.

Sincerely,

Gabrielle Weeks
Chair, Long Beach Area Group - Angeles Chapter of the Sierra Club

CG6

Transit Rdvocates

of Qrange

Working To Improve ﬁus, Rail, Biking and \ﬂalking in Orange County ...

July 16, 2012

Smuta Deshpande, Branch Chief
Caltrans-District 12

2201 Dropont Diriee, Sure 200
Trvine, CA, 92612

Re: I-405 DEIS/EIR Comments
Dear Ms. Deshpande,
Thank you for the oppottunity to comment on the 1-405 DEIS/EIR.

Ous group, Transit Advocares of Omnge County, is an allvolunteer group that works to improve bus, rail, biking and walking in \
Orange County. We believe that a well-run transit system with both “discretionary” and “dependent” riders could change the nature

of tmaffic patterns, and therefore Ivability, in our county. For over 10 yeass, we have piven testimony at OCTA Board and
Committee meetings, and secved on varous citizens committees such as the OCTA Citizens Advisory Commiteee (CAC), the CAC
Bicycle/Pedestrian Subcommuttee, etc.

Our experience 1s that, despie the fact that southern California s known for its “car culture”, many people and many land use and
transportation planning apencies enthusiastically agree that bus, rail, bike and pedestdan issues should be addressed as much as
possible, That ssid, all wo often the details that would allow bus, rail, bike and pedestrian modes to thive, ae overlooked.

We apologize for the length of these comments, but there are so many issues in this Projeet that have uwnaddressed sipnificant 1
impacts on bus, rail, biking and walking, that we would like to find solutions. Fortunately, most of these impacts can be addressed
with some thoughtful plinning, and we hope yoo wall be as excited 25 we are to explore some new, but simple and reasonable
concepts in doing so

We also apologize for our lack of facility with EIR concepts and phrasing, but hope you will agree that the impacts on bus riders, rail
uSers, hic}ur]is.l\\ and [w:h-smzmc merit 2 closer look. We encourage you to pioneer some of these concepis with this Project, using
them as 2 template for future projects, as well. Perhaps we can lay some new groundwork on issues that are all-too-often neplected.

Please advise us when the response to cur comments i3 avalable, and please also add us to the list for all relared public hearings,
including for the Funding Plan. We appreciate the tme spent in addressing our concerns, and would appreciate the opporunity 1o
clarify any of the concepts we've mentioned. j

Thank you for your time and attention to these issues,

[-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT

Sincerely,
Jane Reifer
Chair, Transit Advocates of Orange County
(714) 607-0012
1
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Overview
“The common theme and main poal of these comments is to request that any of the Build Alternatives appropriately:

Identify,

Measure, and

Mitigate
impacts to bus, rail, bike and pedestrian issucs, as well as the needs of the disabled, and E: 1
Justice / Title VI populations (since so many of the bus and rail users, bicyclists and pedestrians have disabilities
and / ot are minotities or low-income).

The mmpacts need to be addressed for both Construction / Temporary impacts as well as for Permanent
impacts.

An additional gosl of these comments is to encourage improvements to bus, bike and pedestrian modes to be used
as mitigation for some of the Sigaificant / Unavoidable Impacts.

Permancnt Impacts

We appreciate the effort to improve 13 of the 17 sidewalks that don’t cutrently have faciliies on both sies.
However, since this is & major project, we respectfully request consideration of:

Providing sidewalks on the west side of Harbor Boulevard and the east [sic] side of Edinger Avenue as well as

pedestrian facilities on Bolsa Chica and Seal Beach Blvd. Sidewalks could be done “trail sevle” to fit in with the open

space, undeveloped aesthetic in the area.

It that no are listed for | nt changes to bus, bike, and ped modes, only tempotaty ones.

PP

Keeping Caltrans Deputy Directive 64 (Rev 1) in mind, please provide some analysis and appropriate mitigations of:

¢ The special needs of the elderly and the disabled at the ¢ lks at arterial I

¢ If any intersections hecome “3-leg” crossings instead of 4 (Pedestrians will have longer distances to cross,
and wait ime at intersection will sipnificantly increase)

®  If any roadways are widened (ped will have longer distance to eross)

& A “safe routes to school” analysis should be done for schools in the Project arca.

¢ We also want to endorse the excellent comments provided to you by Roy Shahbagian on ramp design for
bike and ped users, with the addition of Fairview Road’s possible need for appropriate sidewalk and
crosswalk desipn.

Where LOS on lacal streets is lowered, bus service is also impacted. Travel times are longer and costs go up to
provide the extra time in route service. There is a tavel time impact and a financial impact to public transit, which
could be a significant impact. We did not see an analysis on the permanent impacts to existing bus service, other
than the relocation of one bus stop. Can a map or description be provided, illustrating that change?

2
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Several aspects of the project convert dght-turn lane to other uses. Are there any impacts to bus stops? A bus stop
inventory may have been done, as it was explained that a bus stop on Ellis may move, but it is not described,

On pages 4-19 and 4-20, the DEIR states “4.2.4.3 Adverse Effects on Human Beings Mandatory Findings. \
Adverse cffects on human beings are considered signifi P ily and per tly as it relates to the
community character of the project area. As such, the project would result in:

0 ...dmpaired (through i 1 time and distance) automobile and/or pedestrian access to businesses, public
services, schools, and other facilities.

C Affecting pedestrian service 0.25- to 0.5-mile in radius of the project during construction and temporaily
change,/reduce pedestrian access used by the disabled, resulting in a longer route that could indirectly reduce their
access (o community facibines,

[ “Most of the overcrossings and undercrossings would be wider to accommodate the additional lanes of 1-405 and
bringing it to MPAH standatds; as a result, this would increase the lengths of the roads and sidewalks that are on
the overcrossings ot in the undercrossings. Therefore, the amount of time pedestrians and bicyclists spend on these
overctossings or in the undercrossings would increase compared to existing conditions.

As described in Chapter 3 and Section 4.2.8, all to avoid, and igate these potential significant
effects have been incorporated into the project; however, the related project effects on the community character
within the corridor cannot be fully mingated.”

We submit that other mitigations should be developed to continue to address the impacts, j

C ion / Temporary Imp

The long-term duration and constantly changing nature of the closures of ramp interchanges, arterial overcrossings,
and detours to possible secondary arterials will canse delays, confusion, and significant impacts ro bus riders,
bicyclists and pedestrians, and by extension, some of our county’s most vulnerable populations: the disabled,
Environmental Justice, and Tite VI communities.

The DEIR and its Draft Traffic Management Plan (IMP) fails to identfy these Significant Impacts or propose
mitigations for them. We would like to see the Traffic Management Plan (TMP) address these issues in its Draft
form. Preliminary detour plans with altemate routes are included in the Draft TMP for motorist impacts. To wait
for the Final TMP for bus users, bicyclists and pedestians, unfaitly limits their public participation and
disproportionately restricts the ability of low-income and minority populations to give feedback. Tt will put these
populations in the place they have been for years — vulnerable to the argument that “it’s oo kate to do anything
about it”. A recent agomizing example of this is the Orange County Gateway Project in Placentia. A less agonizing,
but poortly implemented TMP as regards transit users is the current West County Connectors Project. To this day,
quite late in the project, their press releases, website, and even their Closure & Dictour Notices still fail to indicate
bus, bicycle and pedestdan detours.

Unigque Impacts to Pedestrians and Bus Users

The temporary construction impacts to pedestrians and bicyclists will cause significant delays and significant
hardship. Pedestrian trip lengths could be uipled due to bridge or sidewalk closures.

A mototist expedences 3 delay but can somewhat easily drive to an alernate route. A bicyclist may be able to
behave similarly. Unformunately, bus riders, and particularly pedestnzns, do not have the opportunity to easily
accommaodate detours. There may be weather factors, lighting facrors, construction impediments, and the peneral
lack of certainty of unmarked, unannounced, or constantly changing information, in addition to the physical
hardship of having to walk significant distances, as well as the increased travel time. Significant health issues and

3
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employment loss may occur when transit riders or pedestrians encounter unexpected delays and detours. The
elasticity available to motorists is simply not available to pedestrians and transit users.

Much more so than for motorist transportation, information is an integral, if non-tangible, part of transit service,
but often not readily availlable in detour sivations. In additon to  standard and h

icati o ication should be available by signage at bus stops, on buses, and by phone “b]asl”f'Field
supervisors and coach operators also need to be trained with information on the detours for routes they drive and
routes that cross the routes they drive. ’

For hath good multi-modal transportation planning and for Title VI cquity, press releases, flyers, public meetings
ications that iun motorist detours should always also include bus, bike and ped detours.

and ather ¢

Table 5-4 of the Co ity Impact A
few routes and nearby services, including:

1s a good start 10 detailing OCTA bus routes, but it is missing a

The OCTA 47 / 47A on Fairview seems to have been left out
Proposed OCTA SR-22 and SR-73 Express Buses, 543 Harbor Rapid Bus
OC Fair Express

OCTA ACCESS paratransit service

Leisure World Minibus

Nearby Long Beach Transit Routes 81 and 173

Mearby Metra 577X

Seal Beach Dial-A-Ride

Country Villa Seal Beach Health Care Center Shuttle Bus

Laos Alamitos Medical Center Shuttle

Possibly the Irvine LAWA Flyaway

Possible patient transportation service at VA Hospital

»  Adult Day Health Care Vehicles

# & 8 o ® 9 B oW

Nearby Bus / Rideshare “Facilities™;

¢ Golden West Transit Center

e California State University Long Beach
South Coast Plaza Metro Arca

e 6 ParkNRide lots

It is essential that a map be produced showing current bus facilities and service both along and crossing the project
area. The area shown should encompass the next transfer opportunities in both directions, and show days of
service. All current and future bus stops within this “cachement” area or “Area of Potential FEffect” should be
shown. It would be a good idea to abways indicate bus stops on all engineering maps, since they are a legitimate
feature of the roadways and sidewalk facilities. All bus, bike and ped detours as well as bus stap closures should be
available in a preliminary fashion in the Draft TMP. They should include the notation of lack of pedestrian facilitics,
if applicable. The development of these mitigations ahead of tme can indicate what impacts cannot be mitigated
and also can properly inform the development of an appropriate budgert to address the impaets, to be included in
Transportation Management Plan Datw Sheets {Preliminary TMP Elements and Costs). Communication costs and
the number of vehicle service hours needed for detours should be esimated. The length of passenger delay for bus,
bike and ped modes should be estimated. :

4

>8

CG6 Continued

appropriate}, should pay for the communication costs and additional, often substantial cost for buses to go off-
route to accommuodate the Project. If at all possible, there should never be bus service missing for over half a mile,
especially near significant tip generators. On routes without detours, construction crews should be encouraged to
leave bus stops open as much as possible.

The I-405 Improvement Project, rather than the transit providers (OCTA and others transit providers, as \

A possible mitigation for pedestrians could be the implementation of a “fare-free” zone for bus service starting at
the last stop or the last transfer opportunity before the detour, and ending at the first stop or the first last transfer
opportunity after the detour.

The current draft TMP is notable for the emphasis and detail shown for motorist concerns and motorist
communications, but must be updated to indicate bus, bike and ped impacts, or it fails to identify the full and
significant impacts of the project to public transit users, bicyclists, pedestr and the disabled, Envir 1
Justice, and Title VI communiries.

Mitigation T-1 {a Final TMP) and Mitigations LU-2, COM 4, COM 5, COM-6, and COM-11 all have a strong
emphasis on motorist mitigations and would not allow the opportunity to properly mitigate the significant
impacts to bus riders, bicyclists and pedestrians, and by extension, some of our county’s most vulnerable
populations: the disabled, Environmenral Justice, and Title V1 communities.

Please produce a Draft TMP, including alternate routes, as has been done for motorist traffic. The Traffic Handling
Contingency Plan should also contain information to assist bus, bike and ped modes. These modes certainly deserve
a timely analysis and appropriate mitigations, especially since these modes could also serve as mitigations for the
needs of clean air, travel reduction, and GHG reductions.

Public participation by bus usets, bicyclists and pedestrians in a task force should be facilitated to assist this effort.

Ironically, one of the TMP components is “7.5 Demand Management™, but uses transit as a solution for motorists,
without having mitigations for the wansit system itself:

“This strategy involves promoting the use of public transit, fde shadng and variable work hours to reduce the
amount of traffic using the freeway and roadways in and around construction zone. Through the public awareness
campaign, large employers will be urged to consider staggered working hours and encoumge their employees to use

Incentive programs such as free transit tickets and free/discounted merchant coupons for rideshare participants
could be used to attract participants.”

the OCTA transit system and oideshare resources which includes six park-and-ride lots along the 1-405 eorridor. ]

Conflict With Adopted Policies, Plans, Or Programs Regarding Public Transit, Bicycle, Or Pedestrian
Facilities...
On page 4-19 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Evaluation, it states “TRAFFIC AND

CIRCULATION - The proposed project would not conflict with adopted policies, plang, or programs regarding
public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise d the perf ¢ ot safety of such facilites.

VL TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC: Would the project:

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordi or policy establishing of effectivencss for the performance
of the circulation system, taking into account all modes of transportation including mass transit and non-mototized
travel and relevant components of the circulation system, including but not limited to intersections, streets,
highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

[-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT
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f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans or programs regarding public tansit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or
otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such facilities?

As shown above, this s not the case. There will be a significant impact that requites analysis and mitigation.

GHG Reduction Strategics

On page 4-59 of the California Enviconmental Quality Act (CEQA) Evaluation, it states, “The Department is
supporting efforts to reduce vehicle miles traveled.” Further, given the decrease in the performance and for safety
of public transit, bicycle, or pedesuian facilities, there is a significant impact on key GHG reduction strategies and

the newly adopted Sustainable Communities Strategy. This also requires analysis and mitigation,

C ity Ch And Coh

The DEIR states that 1-405 Plan would adversely affect community character and cohesion, but does not analyze
the p lar and signifi im for public transit wsers, bicyclists, pedestians, and  the disabled,
Envitonmental Justice, and Title VI communities.

Physically Dividing an Established C

Regarding “LAND USE AND PLANNING - Physically Dividing an Fstablished Community”, not in the
traditional sense, but because of the unique needs of transit users and pedestrians, the Project will temporarily
physically divide an Established Communiry.

Consistency with State, Regional, and Local Plans and Programs

The Land Use section of the DEIR states that the Project is Consistent with State, Regional, and Local Plans
and Programs, but since it decreases the performance and /or safety of public uansit, bicycle, ot pedestrian
facilities, this 1s not the case. This is a Significant Impact and requires analysis and mitigation:

SCAG Regional 1 Plan
0 Ensuring safety, adequate mmintenance, and efficiency of operations on the existing multimodal
transportation system will be RTP priorities and will be balanced against the need for system expansion
investments.

Highway Design Manual 403.6

U Optional sight-tumn lanes should not be used in combination with dght-tum-only lines on roads where
bicyele wavel is permitted. )
[ Multiple right-turm- anly lanes should not be free right-tuens when there is a pedestrian crossing.

Caftrans Deputy Directive
O Provide puidance on project design, operation, and maintenance of wotk zones 1o sifely accommodate
bicyelists, pedestrians, and transit users
0 Support multidisciplinary district participation in the project development process to provide for the needs
of all vsers.
0 Promote awareness of bicycle, pedestrian, and transit needs to develop an inteprated, multimodal
transpofation system.
O Maximize bicycle, pedestrian, and transit safety and mobility through each project’s life eycle.

City of Costa Mesa General Plan

0 GOAL CIR-1: Provide for a balanced, uncongested, safe, and energy-efficient transportation system,
incorporating all feasible modes of transportation. ’

6
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City of Garden Grove General Plan
[ CIR-IMP-5B: Encourape the creation of programs such as TSM, public transit, carpools/vanpools, ride-
match, bicycling, and other alternatives to the energy-inefficient use of vehicles.

\

City of Huntington Beach General Plan
(1 Objective — CE 3.1: Increaze the mass tzansit opp ble to H
order to reduce traffic impacts on streets and highways and improve air quality.

Beach resid, in

ity of Alas seneral Plan
[0 54.3: Support alternatives to single-occupancy vehicle use.

County of Ormnge General Flan

[ ....facilitate the pl g 2nd impl of an i 1 cizculation systern.
o~
0 Develop an integrated mansportation network
[0 Protect tation Promote cost-cffective and mulimodal sol )
Envitonmental Justice

The DEIR states, “The proposed project alternatives would not cause disproportionately high and adverse effects \
on minotity or low ineome populations within the context and intent of B0 128987

On p. 3.1.4.3.3 it further stated, *“I'he proposed project would not have direct impacts to low-income populations in
the project area. Minotity populations would recerve benefits from traffic congestion removal as a result of
project implementation.” This is not the case, Mitigation needs to be developed, inchuding:

ify differennal ption patterns of natural resources by minority and low-income populations,

3.14.2.11d

We did not see an analysis of this. Those who use bus, bike and ped modes do have differential consumption
patterns of natural resources for rransportation.

On page 3.1.4.3.3, it states, “In addition, under Alternative 3, transit vehicles could utilize the toll kanes free of
charge, improving bus transit times during congested peak periods. This would enhance the trip reliability and time
savings for the public transportation user, including environmental justice populations and other disadvantaged
groups.”

>15

>16

This may have been a possibility at one point, but the Mass Transit alternatives were removed from consideration. J

Closure “Holidays”

For mitigation COM-3: “Ramps that provide access immediately adjacent to South Coast Plaza (South Coast Drive
northbound off-ramp), Bella Terra (Beach Boulevard off ramps), or Westminster Mall (Bolsa Avenue northbound
and Goldenwest Street southbound off-ramps) will not be closed from November 1 to Januaty 31.7, we would also
suggest adjusting closures for the first week of school and for finals week for schools in the area, (including Golden

West College), particularly for bus, bike and ped users.

Utilitics /Emergency Services

If the San Onofre Nuclear Generating Station has an evacuation route that sues the 1-405, that should be addressed,
including for bus users, bicyclists, and pedestrians.

7
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Emergency and Protective Services
OCTA Transit Police Services was left off of the list. Please list them in all appropriate places in the DEIR,
New Transit Service

We would like to see 2 Transic Alternative back in the project. It can be done in a reasonably nexpensive manner,
using buses on the general purpose lanes or the toll facility, and perhaps, as was done with the 101 Freeway, with
boardings at bus tum ouls on the on-ramps. The cccasional stop not near a rmamp was accessed by staits and small
utility elevators.

We understand that a TSM/ TDM / Mass Transit Alternative is included in each current alternative, but this is nat
enough. Referring to mass transit as a “typical activities,” Tt essentially allows for, among other solutions, a bus to be
run on the facibty, but it is only a capability. There is no project, no analysis, and no funding for this.

3.1.4.3.3, the Environmental Justice section, mentions, “In addition, under Alternative 3, transit vehicles could
utilize the toll lanes free of charge, improving bus transit times during congested peak periods. This would enhance
the trip reliability and time savings for the public transportation user, including environmental justice populations
and other disadvantaged proups.” It seems like some of the argument that there aren’t EJ significant impacts, is
based on having new transit service on the freeway. This may have been a possibility at one point, but the Mass
Transit alternatives were removed from considetation.

Page 24 of the pdf of the “Public and Agency Coordination” Appendix has a letter from the SCAQMD that says,
“In the event that the project g 1pmi d air quality impacts, CEQA requires that all feasible
mitigation measures that go beyond what is required by law be utilized during project construction and operation,
Section 3.5 of their associated CAPCOA document lists a series of mitigation measures entitled “Transit System
Improvements,” inclading BRT, expanding transit networks, etc.

The DEIR states that The Transportation System Management (ISM)/Transportation Demand Management
(TDM) Alternatives were not considered viable project alternatives because they failed to meet the project’s purpose
and need. However, some of the purposes are to: [| Reduce congestion; 01 Enhanee operations; [1 Increase
mobility, improve tip reliability, maximize throughput, and optimize operations. Especially note: [ Minimize
environmental impacts and nght-of-way (ROW) acquisition. Transit does tie in with these. Another reason for the
removal of a TSM / TDM alternative was the immense cost, particularly for the double tiered rail systems.

The transit alternative wasn't properly analyzed and should be re-considered, now thar we know:

¢ Better mitigations ate needed as several transic and environmental justice significant impacts were not
analyzed

¢ DBetter mitigations are needed as current ones fail to substantally mitigate the significant impacts

e ATSM / TDM alternative actually does help meet the project’s purpose and need,

*  The revenue-generating Alternative may be implemented

* A TSM / TDM alternative could allow Tirle VI communities that are low income to mitigate possible tall
costs

= AISM / TDM alternative could allow Title VI communities / transit users to receive some benefit from
the major investment on the 405

® A costly rail system is not necessary, but rather a route or routes of cost-effective express ar limited stop
buses
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CG6 Continued

Onr proup is intrigued by the concept of a revenue-generating facility since it would be a badly-needed source to
finance the project, its ongoing mai ¢, and the ¥ mitigation projects it g . We are in favor of
Alternative 3, but the Significant Impacts to bus, rail, bike and pedestrian issues it induces must be addressed.

A key issue is to encourage the use of excess toll revenues to be used for bus, rail, bike and pedestrnian modes which
may serve as mitigations. We agree with the July/August 2012 Automobile Club of Southern California position in
Westways, “Excess revenue should be used to relieve congestion along the express-lane corridor by making other

road 1mp: enhancing effe public transit services, and providing carpool and vanpool incentives.”

Certainly the 105 and 110 freeways are examples of useful transit services available to the public to provide a mult-
madal choice and allow transit users to receive some benefit from the major investment.

We suggest the following possibilities for using excess toll revenues:

e Express buses (eventually it could be airport-to airport service — JWA to LAY — perhaps partially funded by
Los Angeles World Airports / LAWA)

e Limited stop buses, similar to the popular OCTA 83 bus, including vehicles, expanded bus bases, and
perhaps ParkMRides

e Increased frequency on arrerial buses for routes in the T-405 area such as Beach and Edinger

e Fund future bike and pedestrian needs at ramps, including maintenance and upkeep

¢ Fund completion of the 5 Commuter Bikeway Strategic Plan (CBSP) facilities in the area.

We would also like your thoughts on whether the toll revenues could fund a significant amount of Orange County
paratransit needs in the furure? Local bus service is spotty and travel time intensive for people with special needs /
parets Spotty 2 ; peopl p s /
disabilities and there are several centers of paratransit need in the corridor:

Long Beach VA Hospital

Huntington Beach Hospirtal

Leisure World

and other identified health faciliies in the area

To summarize:

1. The proposed project conflicts with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or
pedestrian facilities, and decreases the performance and safety of such facilities,

2. There are Unique and Significant Impacts to Bus Users, Bieyelists and pedestrians that have not been
analyzed or mitigated. There are both permanent and construction-related impacts,

3. Because of this, Environmental Justice / Title VI issues have not been properly analyzed ot mitigated

4. Bus, bike and pedestrians impacts must be addtessed in the Draft TMP, including alternate routes, as has
been done for motorist traffic.

5. We would like to sce a I'ransit Alternative back in the project

6. Fxcess tolls should fund some bus, bike or pedestrian programs / mitipations in addition to upkeep and
repair of the main facility.
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RESPONSE TO COMMUNITY GROUP COMMENTS (CG)

Response to Comment Letter CG1

Comment CG1-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank the College Park East Neighborhood Association for participating in
the environmental process for the 1-405 Improvement Project. The Association’s comments were
considered during identification of the Preferred Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS.
The College Park East Neighborhood Association will be notified when the Final EIR/EIS is
available for review.

Comment CG1-2

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall.
Alternative 2 would result in up to a 10-ft encroachment into Almond Avenue, and Alternative 3
would result in up to a 3-ft encroachment into Almond Avenue. These alternatives would likely
include parking restrictions along Almond Avenue to maintain City standards for street width.
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under
Alternatives 2 and 3.

There would be no substantial increase in noise or air pollution along Almond Avenue.
Additionally, Caltrans was unable to find any literature, studies, or evidence that property values
decrease because of freeway widening projects. Please see Common Response — Almond
Avenue Soundwall.

Comment CG1-3
Please see Common Response — Relocation of Gas Lines.

Comment CG1-4

Please see Common Response — Coordination between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, OCTA, Los
Angeles Metro, COG, and the City of Long Beach.

Comment CG1-5

The Draft EIR/EIS acknowledges that none of the build alternatives will fully solve congestion
on 1-405; however, all of the proposed build alternatives provide additional capacity on the
freeway and are shown to reduce delay (see Draft EIR/EIS, Table 3.1.6-8) and travel times
through the corridor (see Draft EIR/EIS, Table 3.1.6-7). Alternative 3 does have a tolling
component, but it also provides an additional GP lane. The tolling component is designed to
increase vehicle throughput in the corridor (see Draft EIR/EIS, Table 3.1.6-14) by limiting
congestion in the Express Lanes. The experience on the SR-91 Express Lanes and on tolled HOT

March 2015 R1-CG-48 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

and Express Lanes in other parts of southern California and around the nation indicates that the
lanes will be used.

With respect to the occupancy requirement for the HOV lanes Item 4, please see Common
Response — Opposition to Tolling.

Response to Comment Letter CG2

Comment CG2-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank the Friends of Harbors, Beaches, and Parks for participating in the
environmental process for the 1-405 Improvement Project. Your comments were considered
during identification of the Preferred Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be
notified at the address provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Comment CG2-2
Please see Common Response — Measure M Funding.

Comment CG2-3

With respect to the need to change the occupancy requirement from two to three persons per
vehicle, please see Common Response — Opposition to Tolling.

Please see Common Response — Measure M Funding.

Comment CG2-4

Consideration of BRT and LRT in the 1-405 corridor is included in the Draft EIR/EIS in Section
2.2.7, Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Further Consideration. Please see Common
Response — Elimination of LRT and BRT Alternatives.

Comment CG2-5

The proposed project is a transportation project. The project is not a trip generator; rather the
project accommodates existing and forecasted increases in trips within the corridor. As shown in
Tables 4-14 and 4-15 of the EIR/EIS, even with the increase in VMT associated with the
additional vehicles utilizing the corridor, all of the proposed alternatives result in a reduction in
GHG emissions compared to the No Build Alternative. It should be noted that the reported
reductions shown in Tables 4-14 and 4-15 were developed using EMFAC2011 and, unlike
criteria pollutants, EMFAC2011 does not make assumptions that technological enhancement in
engine technology would result in reduced GHG emissions in the future; however, the model
does result in fewer GHG emissions under higher speeds.
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Alternatives M3, M9, M10, M11, M12, and M13 (see Section 2.2.7 and Figure 2-8), evaluated as
part of the 1-405 MIS completed in February 2006 included project components similar to what
you are recommending within your comment. These alternatives were not considered viable
alternatives for further consideration because they do not fulfill the project purpose and are
substantially more expensive than the Preferred Alternative (see discussion of Alternatives M3,
M9, M10, M11, M12, and M13 in Section 2.7). Please also see Common Response — Elimination
of LRT and BRT Alternatives.

Comment CG2-6

The Draft EIR/EIS provides factual information on all of the alternatives, including the forecast
usage and toll revenue of the Express Lane in Alternative 3. The Draft EIR/EIS considers climate
impacts in Section 4.2.7. None of the proposed build alternatives provides excess freeway
capacity based on Tables 3.1.6-4, 3.1.6-5, 3.1.6-12, and 3.1.6-13. Under all of the build
alternatives, including Alternative 3, users in both the Express Lanes and the GP lanes enjoy
reduced travel time compared to the No Build Alternative (see Draft EIR/EIS, Table 3.1.6-7).
The Draft EIR/EIS states one of the purposes of the project to be “Reduce congestion....” None
of the build alternatives is expected to eliminate congestion in the 1-405 corridor.

Comment CG2-7

With respect to the change proposed to the occupancy requirement in Alternative 3, see Common
Response — Opposition to Tolling. Analysis of operations of the intermediate access points is
presented in the Draft EIR/EIS on page 3.1.6-98 and does show some deterioration of speed in
the Number 2 Express Lane at the Magnolia Street/Warner Avenue intermediate access location
but no speed deterioration at the other two intermediate access locations.

Comment CG2-8

Neither OCTA nor Caltrans has plans to convert existing HOV lanes to HOT lanes elsewhere on
the freeways in Orange County. Compared to the No Build Alternative, all of the build
alternatives would improve travel times in the corridor (see Draft EIR/EIS, Table 3.1.6-7) in all
lanes to varying degrees. The GHG topic is covered in Section 4.2.7 of the Draft EIR/EIS
starting on page 4-50. Tables 4-8 and 4-9 show that GHGs are lower under any of the build
alternatives than under the No Build Alternative.

Comment CG2-9

Many TSM/TDM elements are included in each of the build alternatives, although park-and-ride
facilities are not among them. OCTA provides a planning process to identify potential
TSM/TDM improvements on a countywide basis and is anticipated to provide consideration for
them as part of that process. Transit vehicles, vanpools, and carpools will be eligible to use the
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HOV and/or Express Lanes included in the build alternatives. The GHG topic is covered in
Section 4.2.7 of the Draft EIR/EIS starting on page 4-50. Tables 4-8 and 4-9 show that GHGs are
lower under any of the build alternatives than under the No Build Alternative.

Comment CG2-10

Environmental justice is covered in the Draft EIR/EIS in Section 3.1.4.3. No protected
populations were found to be disproportionately adversely affected by any of the proposed build
alternatives. It should be noted that the referenced projects in Los Angeles have environmental
justice populations.

The referenced similar toll lane projects in Los Angeles are operating as Demonstration Projects
with federal grant money and are not obligated to generate revenues to repay bonds. It is
anticipated that the 1-405 Improvement Project will incur obligations for bond repayment, and
pricing will be determined at the time of funding; therefore, the project does not include
concessions or subsidy programs for low-income individuals for use of the tolled Express Lane
Facility.

Comment CG2-11

Updates for the OCTA Pacific Electric ROW project can be found at
http://www.octa.net/perow.aspx. Please also see Common Responses — Measure M Funding and
Elimination of LRT and BRT Alternatives.

Comment CG2-12
Please see Response to Comment CG2-5.

Comment CG2-13

The proposed build alternatives would have no impact on the Environmental Mitigation
Program. No Renewed Measure M funds will be spent on the Express Lane component of
Alternative 3, and excess toll revenues would not accrue to the Renewed Measure M Program.
Excess toll revenues (i.e., net revenues after all operating, maintenance, capital, debt service, and
other expenditures) from the Express Lanes in Alternative 3 would be available for OCTA to
expend on transportation improvements in the 1-405 corridor, including freeway, local street,
transit, TSM/TDM, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities and services consistent with the provisions
of the California Streets and Highways Code Section 143 (j)(1). If Alternative 3 becomes the
Preferred Alternative, the OCTA Board would adopt a policy regarding the use of net revenues.
Please see Response to Comment CG2-5 and Common Response — Measure M Funding.
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Response to Comment Letter CG3

Comment CG3-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank the Mesa North Community Association for participating in the
environmental process for the 1-405 Improvement Project. Your comments were considered
during identification of the Preferred Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. Your letter
was received during the circulation period (May 18 to July 17, 2012) despite its date of January
20, 2011. You will be notified at the address provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS
is available for review. Please see Common Response — Preferred Alternative Identification.

Comment CG3-2

A potential direct connector between the proposed Express Lanes in Alternative 3 and SR-73 has
been included in Alternative 3 since the scoping meetings. The materials presented at the
October 2009 scoping meetings included a display board that included the following:

Alternative 3

e Consider improvements at Harbor Boulevard and Fairview Road interchanges
e [-405/SR-73 Express Lane Connection Options

1. No direct connector

2. Direct connector over Fairview Road

3. Direct connector under Fairview Road

Comment CG3-3

The potential air quality and noise impacts of the project are summarized in Sections 3.2.6 and
3.2.7 of the Draft EIR/EIS. All of those impacts are mitigated, and none are considered
significant. With respect to potential health impacts, please see Common Response — Health
Risks. With respect to potential impacts to property values, please see Common Response —
Compensation for Property Acquisition.

Comment CG3-4

All of the build alternatives are anticipated to reduce, but not eliminate, congestion in the 1-405
corridor in Costa Mesa (see Draft EIR/EIS Tables 3.1.6-4, 3.1.6-5, 3.1.6-12, and 3.1.6-13). The
benefits to congestion vary among the build alternatives, which are summarized in the Draft
EIR/EIS in Tables 3.1.6-4 through 3.1.6-8 and 3.1.6-12 through 3.1.6-14. The existing HOV lane
is being incorporated into the proposed Express Lanes in Alternative 3, as explained in Common
Response — Opposition to Tolling.

March 2015 R1-CG-52 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT APPENDIX R1 DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

Comment CG3-5

Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Response — Replacement of Fairview
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes. If Alternative 3 is identified as the
Preferred Alternative, either the design in the Draft EIR/EIS that requires replacement of the
Fairview Road Overcrossing or a design option that avoids that replacement would be identified
as part of the Preferred Alternative.

Comment CG3-6

The proposed Express Lanes transition along 1-405 would match the existing freeway grade. The
treatment for the transition from Express to HOV and conversely from HOV to Express is
proposed to occur within existing State ROW (see Draft EIR/EIS Appendix P, Project Plans) The
preliminary plans for the 1-405 and SR-73 Express Lane direct connector are also provided in
Draft EIR/EIS Appendix P.

Comment CG3-7

Additional ROW would be acquired for all of the build alternatives. Some additional ROW
would be required for Alternative 3, including some additional ROW in Costa Mesa; however,
no additional ROW would be required in association with the Express Lane direct connector to
SR-73 or the transition area between the proposed Express Lanes and existing HOV lanes in
Costa Mesa.

Comment CG3-8
Please see Response to Comment CG3-1.

Response to Comment Letter CG4

Comment CG4-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank the Rossmoor Homeowners Association for participating in the
environmental process for the 1-405 Improvement Project. Your comments were considered
during identification of the Preferred Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be
notified at the address provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Please see Common Responses — Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line,
Air Quality, and Health Risks.

Comment CG4-2

Hopkinson Elementary School was considered in the Draft EIR/EIS, as applicable. Hopkinson
Elementary School was evaluated as a potential Section 4(f) resource and is shown in Table 2
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and Figure 2 of Appendix B as it relates to Section 4(f). Hopkinson Elementary School is also
shown as Number 32 in Figure 3.1.1-4 in the Draft EIR/EIS. The Draft EIR/EIS evaluated
sensitive air quality receptors within 500 ft of the centerline, and no significant air quality effects
on any sensitive receptor were identified. Hopkinson Elementary school is located more than 500
ft from the centerline (see Figure 3.2.6-3); therefore, no substantial project-related effects on air
quality at Hopkinson Elementary School are anticipated. Additionally, the nearest representative
noise receptors (i.e., R6.48, R6.49, R6.50, R6.51, and R6.52) are shown in L-26 in Appendix N5,
which are protected by 14- to 16-ft-high soundwalls. As shown in Appendix N1 (Table G-18,
page G-80), there is no change in dBA between existing and future build noise levels for the
Preferred Alternative at R6.48 — R6.51. At R6.52, there is a reduction of 4 dBA between the
existing and design year noise level for all of the build alternatives. Hopkinson Elementary
School is located approximately 275 ft and two rows of houses farther east than R6.48 and
R6.53. No project-related increases in noise at Hopkinson Elementary School are anticipated.

Comment CG4-3

The Air Quality Technical Report was prepared in accordance with FHWA and Caltrans policy
and guidance. As discussed in Section 3.2.6 of the Final EIR/EIS, the project is a Project of Air
Quality Concern (POAQC) and requires PM;o and/or PM, s hot-spot analysis based on 40 CFR
93.116 and 93.123, and EPA’s Hot Spot Guidance. Interagency consultation concurred with this
determination on January 25, 2011. Pursuant to Federal Conformity Regulations (specifically, 40
CFR 93.105 [c] [1][i]), a qualitative analysis of the localized PM emissions was conducted.
Based on the detailed PM hot-spot analysis, which is consistent with 40 CFR 93.116 and 93.123
and EPA’s hot-spot guidance, none of the proposed build alternatives would cause or contribute
to, or worsen, any new localized violation of PM;gand/or PM, 5 standards.

The air quality analysis addressed exposure to MSATS, including diesel exhaust. Other MSATS
addressed in the analysis included acrolein, benzene, 1,3-butidiene, formaldehyde, naphthalene,
and polycyclic organic matter. The detailed analysis estimated MSAT exposure based on vehicle
speeds and EMFAC2011 emission factors. MSATS have the greatest potential to affect the health
of residents located adjacent to the project. Although the various alternatives would place travel
lanes closer to some residences, it is anticipated that MSAT exposure, including DPM, would be
less than existing conditions. MSAT emissions are likely lower than existing levels in the design
year as a result of EPA's and California’s control programs that are projected to further reduce
MSAT emissions. As such, the corridor communities would be exposed to less MSAT emissions
under the Preferred Alternative. Please see Common Response — Health Risks.

Overall, diesel engine emissions are responsible for most of California's estimated cancer risk
attributable to air pollution. In addition, DPM is a significant fraction of California’s particulate
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pollution problem. Assessments by CARB and EPA estimate that DPM annually contributes to
approximately 3,500 premature respiratory and cardiovascular deaths and thousands of hospital
admissions, asthma attacks, and other respiratory symptoms. CARB has found that DPM
contributes more than 70 percent of the known risk from air toxics and poses the greatest cancer
risks among all identified air toxics. None of the build alternatives would increase the percentage
of trucks in the fleet mix, and all would improve vehicle speeds in the project area. DPM
emissions would likely be less than future no-build emissions for all of the build alternatives.
The build alternatives would not result in adverse effects associated with increased DPM.

The air quality analysis was based on traffic conditions forecast in the Traffic Study, which
shows congested conditions in the Rossmoor area. Tables 3.1.6-4, 3.1.6-5, 3.1.6-12, and 3.1.6-13
of the Draft EIR/EIS show that the segment of 1-405 from SR-22 East to 1-605 is anticipated to
be congested to varying degrees under all of the build alternatives. Noise in the Rossmoor area is
fully considered in the Noise Study Report and presented in Section 3.2.7, Noise. See also
Common Response — Noise/Noise Analysis.

As described in Section 3.2.6, corridor emissions, including MSATs associated with the
Preferred Alternative, would be less than the future No Build Alternative. See Common
Responses — Air Quality and Health Risks.

Comment CG4-4
Please see Response to Comment CG4-3.

Comment CG4-5

Either one or two lanes would be added to 1-405 northbound under the build alternatives. The
lane included in all of the build alternatives would provide a second full northbound lane onto
I-605. The second lane (included only in Alternative 2) would provide a second full northbound
lane onto SR-22 West. For analysis of the potential for a disruption in traffic flow in this area,
please see Common Response — Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.

Dropping the additional GP lane in Alternatives 1 and 3 upstream of 1-605 would create a
chokepoint at the drop location because there would be no roadway to receive the lane’s traffic.
Carrying that lane to 1-605 and providing a full two-lane exit at the beginning of 1-605 provides a
location for ending the lane that has the capacity to receive the lane’s traffic. Consideration was
given to dropping the second additional lane included in Alternative 2 just south of SR-22, but
this was rejected due to the level of congestion such a bottleneck would create. Carrying the
second lane to the SR-22 West exit ramp provides a location for ending the lane that has the
capacity to receive the lane’s traffic.
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Comment CG4-6

Outreach to the Community of Rossmoor included a scoping meeting in fall 2009, a mailing to a
0.25-mile radius of 1-405 in May 2012, and a public hearing in June 2012 during the circulation
of the Draft EIR/EIS. Banners regarding the public hearing in June 2012 were posted at the
entrances to the Rossmoor community on St. Cloud and Bradbury, and advertisements were
placed in the following newspapers prior to the Rossmoor public hearing at Rush Park:

e OC Register: May 18 and June 1, 2, 8, 9, and 11, 2012

e Daily Pilot: May 30, June 1, and June 3, 2012

e Huntington Beach Independent: May 31 and June 7, 2012
e Westminster Herald: May 31 and June 7, 2012

e Nguoi Viet News: May 18, 2012

e Long Beach Press Telegram: May 18, 2012

e Excelsior: May 18, 2012

Five e-blasts were also sent to any Rossmoor residents on the project’s database.

Response to Comment Letter CG5

Comment CG5-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank the Sierra Club for participating in the environmental process for the
I-405 Improvement Project. Your comments were considered during identification of the
Preferred Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address
provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common
Response — Preferred Alternative Identification.

The proposed project would not remove the freeway or the proposed Express Lanes in
Alternative 3 from public ownership. Carpooling would still be encouraged in the proposed
Express Lanes because carpools meeting the occupancy requirement would use the Express
Lanes free or for a discounted toll. Please see Common Response — Opposition to Tolling.

Air quality is improved under Alternative 3 compared to the no-build condition, as disclosed in
Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS. Please see Common Responses — Air Quality and Health
Risks.

Comment CG5-2

Air quality is improved under Alternative 3 compared to the no-build condition, as disclosed in
Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS. For most Californian’s, congestion and reduced travel times
have a large effect on the quality of life. Travel times improve for all drivers under all of the
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build alternatives compared to the no-build condition. Under Alternative 3, users who choose to
pay a toll to use the Express Lanes could substantially reduce travel times, as shown in Table
3.1.6-7 in Section 3.1.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS.

Comment CG5-3
Please see Common Response — Elimination of LRT and BRT Alternatives.

Response to Comment Letter CG6

Comment CG6-1

Caltrans and OCTA thank the Transit Advocates of Orange County for participating in the
environmental process for the 1-405 Improvement Project. Your comments were considered
during identification of the Preferred Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be
notified at the address provided in your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.

Comment CG6-2

The May 2012 Draft EIR/EIS, including specialized technical studies, presents a comprehensive
analysis of the potential temporary and permanent environmental effects of the proposed build
alternatives on the environment, including your interests in Section 3.1.6, Traffic and
Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities, and Section 3.1.4.3, Environmental Justice. No
protected environmental justice populations are found to be disproportionately adversely affected
by the project. Bike and pedestrian facilities included in the build alternatives represent an
improvement over the No Build Alternative. Bike and pedestrian facilities provided by the build
alternatives are summarized in the Draft EIR/EIS on page 3.1.6-103 as compared to the No Build
Alternative summarized on page 3.1.6-34. The analysis of impacts discussed in the Draft
EIR/EIS or as revised/updated in the Final EIR/EIS related to comments on the Draft EIR/EIS is
accurate.

Comment CG6-3

Pedestrian facilities were considered at these locations. Providing sidewalks on the west side of
Harbor Boulevard and east side of Edinger Avenue is not included in the project due to existing
and proposed ramp geometry at these locations. No work is proposed on Euclid Street beneath
the 1-405 undercrossing bridge. Along the west side of Bolsa Chica Road, the road abuts the
Bolsa Chica Channel for several miles, and there are no land uses with pedestrian access.
Similarly, along the east side of Seal Beach Boulevard, the road abuts the NAVWPNSTA Seal
Beach to which there is no pedestrian access. Where feasible, pedestrian facilities have been
included in the project.
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No permanent impacts on pedestrian or bicycle facilities were identified in the Draft EIR/EIS,
and no additional pedestrian or bicycle facility mitigation was considered in the Final EIR/EIS.
The build alternatives would improve (i.e., accommodate) planned facilities or maintain (i.e.,
include) existing facilities in the project design. Bullets 1 through 3 in the comment are
addressed through Caltrans policy and guidance related to signal timing. This ensures that
pedestrians are given enough green time to safely cross the street. With respect to “safe routes to
school analysis,” temporary impacts resulting from closures or constraints would be addressed
within the Final TMP. As described in Section 2.1.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, the Final TMP will be
prepared during the plans, specifications, and estimate (PS&E) phase, which will require
minimization of construction-related effects on traffic and circulation/pedestrian and bicyclists
by applying a variety of techniques, including public information, motorist information, incident
management, construction strategies, demand management, and alternate route strategies. During
the course of project construction, the Traffic Management Team will observe traffic/pedestrian
conditions and make recommendations to the Resident Engineer concerning any changes that
need to be made to construction traffic management. The TMP Coordinator will work closely
with the Traffic Management Team to develop timely recommendations to address traffic-related
effects on traffic and circulation/pedestrians and bicyclists, including coordination with schools,
in developing alternative routes, as necessary.

Comment CG6-4

No permanent impacts to bus service are anticipated other than relocation of the bus stop cited in
the comment and one potential bus stop relocation along northbound Goldenwest Street at Bolsa
Avenue from a near-side to a far-side stop. Arterial improvements included in the project along
major arterials in the vicinity of 1-405 should improve arterial flow, thereby providing a benefit
to transit route service. A complete listing of arterial improvements included in the project is
provided in the Draft EIR/EIS on pages 3.1.6-36 and 3.1.6-108.

Comment CG6-5

The bus stop on Ellis Street near the OCSD driveway would be relocated. The bus stop on
northbound Goldenwest Street near Bolsa Avenue may be relocated from a near-side stop to a
far-side stop. No other permanent impacts to bus stop locations are anticipated. There would be
temporary impacts to bus stops during construction that would be identified for each stage of
construction and addressed in the Final TMP on a case-by-case basis. A bus stop inventory was
not completed.

Comment CG6-6

The significant impacts identified are primarily associated with construction detours and/or
closures required to accommodate construction of the build alternatives and provide and ensure
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the safety of pedestrians and cyclists. The Final TMP will avoid and minimize construction-
related effects on traffic and circulation, pedestrians, and cyclists; however, as noted in the
comment, routes could be longer and/or take more time and cannot be fully mitigated. No
additional measures beyond those proposed in Chapter 3 and Section 4.2.8 are being considered.

Comment CG6-7

The proposed project is a Caltrans/OCTA transportation project similar to the WCC Project, and
it is reasonable to believe that the Final TMP would be something similar. OCTA is committed
to early and adequate notification to inform the public and address mobility needs of all
motorized and nonmotorized traffic potentially affected by the project. With the exception of
relocating one bus stop, no other direct permanent effects on bus routes are anticipated; however,
it should be noted that project improvements should enhance circulation on adjacent local
arterials, ultimately enhancing transit reliability.

Comment CG6-8

OCTA is committed to early and adequate notification to inform the public and address mobility
needs of all motorized and nonmotorized traffic potentially affected by the project. Please also
see Response to Comment CG6-3.

Comment CG6-9

The conceptual Draft TMP, developed as part of this phase of the project, focuses on a broader
scope. During the next phase of the project (design phase), a Final TMP report that includes
traffic studies at local street intersections and improvements for emergency vehicles and more
specific detours would be closely coordinated with the various cities and commercial businesses
that line the 1-405 corridor. In addition to the aforementioned improvements, maps that show
current bus facilities and bike and pedestrian routes, in addition to bus stop closures, would be
developed during the design phase. The Final TMP report would require that existing levels of
pedestrian and bicycle access be maintained and at a minimum on one side of the street through
the construction limits at all times during construction. The budget to address the impacts is
included in the TMP Data Sheets as Alternate Route Strategies.

Comment CG6-10
Please see Response to Comment CG6-9.

Comment CG6-11

The impacts identified as significant in Section 4.2.3.5 of the Draft EIR/EIS are cumulative
impacts. In the case of each of the build alternatives, the section concludes that the contribution
of the build alternatives to the cumulative impact is less than significant. For example, the last
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sentence on page 4-25 says, “Therefore, the contribution of Alternative 1 to the cumulative
impact on the freeway mainline is less than significant.” Similar statements are provided for all
components of all of the build alternatives, with the result that no mitigation is required.

Comment CG6-12

The impacts described are temporary and, subsequent to construction, would at a minimum be
the same as before construction and in some cases enhanced. Where feasible, pedestrian facilities
have been included in the project. Pedestrian facilities along both sides of the street are proposed
for 12 of the 17 arterials crossing 1-405 that do not currently have pedestrian facilities on both
sides of the arterial at the crossing or on the approaches to the crossing (see Draft EIR/EIS, page
3.1.6-103). The existing pedestrian crossing of 1-405 at Heil Avenue would be replaced by the
proposed project with a longer pedestrian bridge meeting current ADA standards. The current
pedestrian crossing would remain open for use until the new bridge is constructed.

The existing Class 1 bicycle facilities along the east bank of the Santa Ana River and along the
San Gabriel River, as well as the six existing Class 2 bicycle facilities, would be retained under
all of the build alternatives. Bicycle facilities in the project corridor planned by municipalities,
but not currently existing, include Class 2 bikeways along the following arterials crossing 1-405:

e McFadden Avenue

e Edinger Avenue

e Newland Street

e Westminster Avenue
e Bolsa Chica Road

All three build alternatives would provide pavement to accommodate standard Class 2 bikeways
on all of the above-mentioned arterials. Pavement striping for the purposes of bike lanes along
these arterials within the project limits would not occur as part of the proposed project; however,
it would occur when the municipalities implement longer continuous segments of the planned
Class 2 bikeways.

Except for the potential relocation of two bus stops, no permanent deterioration of transit service
has been identified as a result of the proposed project. Improvements to transit bus travel time
may occur along arterials improved as part of the interchange and overcrossing improvements
included in the build alternatives.

Comment CG6-13

The Community Character and Cohesion section of the Draft EIR/EIS looks at the impacts of the
project as it relates to the various communities, generally referred to as the corridor cities. The
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impacts described would affect all who reside and transit the area equally. For example, if a
person resides between toll Express Lane Facility access points in Alternative 3, they would have
the same routes available to them whether they drive their own car or take the bus. Subsequent to
construction, pedestrian and bicycle facilities will be enhanced within the project area. Please
also see Response to Comment GC7-12. The project has incorporated all feasible avoidance,
minimization, and/or mitigation measures and would not result in disproportionate adverse
effects on low-income and/or minority populations. Please see also Response to Comment
CG6-16.

Comment CG6-14

The proposed project does not physically divide an established community. 1-405 is an existing
barrier separating the communities on the east and west sides of 1-405. Although access may be
temporarily rerouted, which will result in additional travel times and distances, subsequent to
construction, access to and from the communities from 1-405 and within the improved areas
(e.g., new overcrossings, ramps, ramp intersection) will be improved for all users.

Comment CG6-15

The build alternatives improve both mobility and throughput compared to the No Build
Alternative (see Final EIR/EIS, Section 3.1.6) and do not decrease safety or performance of
public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities. During construction, public transit and bicycle and
pedestrian facilities could be disrupted by construction. As required by the TMP, alternative
bicycle and pedestrian paths would be provided in adjacent areas to the maximum extent
practicable. Pedestrian and bicycle safety will be a top concern in the development of motorized
and nonmotorized circulation and access within the project area and development of the final
TMP.

As discussed in Section 3.1.6 of the Final EIR/EIS, subsequent to construction, the build
alternatives are intended to improve traffic flow, ease congestion, and improve bicycle and
pedestrian access and safety. The build alternatives include operational improvements on local
arterials that will enhance transit services and, where feasible, pedestrian facilities have been
included in the project. Pedestrian facilities will be added at 12 of the 17 arterials crossing 1-405
that do not currently have pedestrian facilities on both sides of the arterial at the crossing or on
the approaches to the crossing. Additionally, the existing pedestrian crossing of 1-405 at Heil
Avenue would be replaced by the proposed project with a longer pedestrian bridge meeting
current ADA standards.
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The consistency of the proposed build alternatives with State, regional, and local plans and
programs is discussed in Table 3.1.1-1 in the Final EIR/EIS. No new analysis or mitigation is
required.

Comment CG6-16

Caltrans is committed to fair and equitable treatment of all groups of population, including
environmental justice and other disadvantaged groups. As stated in the Title VI policy Statement
in Appendix C, “The California Department of Transportation under Title VI of the Civil Rights
Act of 1964 and related statutes, ensures that no person in the State of California shall, on the
grounds of race, color, national origin, sex, disability, or age, be excluded from participation, be
denied the benefits of, or be otherwise subjected to discrimination under any program or activity
it administers.” All groups of population, including environmental justice and other
disadvantaged groups within the project area, either traveling by car or bus on the freeway or
arterials or walking or biking, will likely be affected by construction impacts. The commenter
does not recommend any mitigation measures for further consideration. All measures to avoid,
minimize, and/or mitigate project effects are described in Chapters 3 and 4 of the Final EIR/EIS.
The conclusion in this Final EIR/EIS is that the proposed project alternatives would not cause
disproportionately high and adverse impacts to minority or low-income populations, as
demonstrated by the analysis.

While BRT and LRT alternatives were removed from further consideration as noted in the
comment, OCTA'’s planning process is still available to enhance bus service along the 1-405
corridor. The availability of the Express Lanes in Alternative 3 would provide a more reliable
travel time that may encourage OCTA and other providers to provide additional transit service
along 1-405.

Comment CG6-17

Measure COM-3 will not be modified to include the first week of school or finals week. It should
be noted that this measure addresses the freeway ramps and would not affect bicycle or
pedestrian users. The final TMP will identify detours for bus traffic, which will be provided to
the schools.

Comment CG6-18

Per the SCE emergency planning Web site, mandatory evacuations during an emergency at
SONGS is for the communities within 10 miles of the plant. Should evacuation be necessary, 1-5
and Pacific Coast Highway provide the major evacuation routes. Traffic will be heavily
controlled on surface streets leading to I-5 and at all highway on-ramps. Northbound traffic will
be stopped at SR-78 in Oceanside, and southbound traffic will be stopped at the I-5/1-405
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interchange. Primary evacuation routes can be reviewed at http://san-clemente.org/sc/Inf/
EmergencyPlan/EvacRoutesReceptionCenters/evac.jpd.

Comment CG6-19
The Orange County Sherriff‘s Department provides transit police services for OCTA.

Comment CG6-20

Consideration of BRT and LRT in the 1-405 corridor is included in the Draft EIR/EIS in Section
2.2.7, Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Further Consideration. LRT was considered
in four such alternatives, and BRT was considered in two such alternatives. Each of these
alternatives was eliminated for the reasons cited in the section. See Common Response —
Elimination of LRT and BRT Alternatives.

Comment CG6-21

Transit alternatives were properly analyzed, and the reasons for elimination of alternatives are
provided in Section 2.2.7 of the Draft EIR/EIS. See also Common Response — Elimination of
LRT and BRT Alternatives. The TSM/TDM Alternative does not meet the purpose and need of
the project, as described in Section 2.2.4 of the Draft EIR/EIS. TSM/TDM elements are included
in each of the build alternatives. It is unclear from the comment what transit and environmental
justice impacts the commenter feels were not analyzed, but the project benefits transit by
providing arterial and freeway improvements available to transit vehicles, and no impacts to
protected environmental justice populations were found. Environmental justice is covered in
Section 3.1.4.3 of the Draft EIR/EIS. No protected populations were found to be
disproportionately adversely affected by any of the proposed build alternatives.

Comment CG6-22

There are no significant impacts to bus, bike, and pedestrian facilities or users as noted in
Response to Comment CG6-12. There are no significant impacts to the two freight railroads in
the corridor.

Excess toll revenues (i.e., net revenues after all operating, maintenance, capital, debt service, and
other expenditures) from the Express Lanes in Alternative 3 would be available for OCTA to
expend on transportation improvements in the 1-405 corridor, including freeway, local street,
transit, TSM/TDM, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities and services consistent with the provisions
of the California Streets and Highways Code Section 143 (j)(1). If Alternative 3 becomes the
Preferred Alternative, the OCTA Board would adopt a policy regarding the use of net revenues.
See Response to Comment CG2-5 and Common Response — Measure M Funding.
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Comment CG6-23

Determining the potential amount of excess revenues and their potential uses is highly
speculative and not an integral part of the proposed project. See Response to Comment CG6-22.

Comment CG6-24
Please see Responses to Comments CG6-3 through CG6-10.

Comment CG6-25
Please see Responses to Comments CG6-3 through CG6-10.

Comment CG6-26
Please see Response to Comment CG6-16.

Comment CG6-27
Please see Responses to Comments CG6-9 and CG6-10.

Comment CG6-28
Please see Response to Comment CG6-20.

Comment CG6-29
Please see Response to Comment CG6-22.
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